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CHAPTER XII 


wo you consider the phenomenon of glass, 
imagine a great telescope mirror weighing 
20 tons and able to magnify heavenly bodies 10,000 
times. This mirror, now almost completed, will 
make the moon a celestial suburb, but 25 miles 
away in point of visibility from the earth. 


First the Egyptians, later the Romans, then the 
Venetians, and today the United States is the 
master of glass making. 


Revolutionary processes invented by Colburn, 
Owens, Ford, and others, developed new forms of 
glass useful to almost all great industries. Plate 
glass, safety glass, bottles, decorative glass! Now 
glass wool has been created with fibres like the 
silkiest cotton. With it we insulate and sound- 
proof buildings, and weave glass rugs, glass ropes, 
and milady’s dresses. Consider other noteworthy 
creations—one-way visibility glass, ultra-violet 
ray glass, polarized glass, glass bricks! 


Two hundred glass manufacturing establish- 
ments employing 70,000 workers in the United 
States produced products in glass valued at 
$300,000,000 during 1937. American glass is sold 
today in every world market. 


The McCormick Steamship Company transports 


hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of glass ~ 7” 


products from the Atlantic seaboard t@® 
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Left: Such prosaic materials as sand, soda, potash, and lime, are in these bins for 
mixing and transport to the furnaces. Right: In this room by the silk screen process 
colors are baked into glass. 


Above: Glass bricks have advantages 
such as light transmission, light-dif- 
fusion, insulation against heat and cold, 
are sanitary, and completely fire-proof. 
Right: Glass wool, developed in recent 
years, is glass drawn out in fibres so fine 
that it would take 50 of them to equal 
the thickness of a human hair. 


Photographs courtesy of Owens-Illinois Glass 
Co., Structural Glass Co., and the Robert L. 
Cramer Co. 
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Delicious Foods 


in Tin and Glass 


From Sea and Ranch... Farm and Orchard 


Food in tin and glass—behind those little words lies a fascinat- 
ing story that every American should know e Each year nearly 
9,000,000,000 food-laden tin and glass containers march into 
America’s pantries. Locked safe within their gay and gleaming 
exteriors, are more than 300 different delicious contributions 
to greater healthfulness, variety and joy at our tables. Here is the 
pick of the crop from innumerable farms, orchards and broad 
ranges; from all the prolific seas that wash our shores e Scien- 
tifically cleaned, sterilized and prepared in many forms, this 
fresh goodness is hermetically sealed against contamination by 
the magic fingers of intricate machines. Thus preserved, mod- 
ern transportation is able to carry the fullness of our harvests 
to the four corners of the earth, defying season, climate and dis- 
tance e Canning has become a giant American industry, em- 
ploying scores of thousands of workers, hundreds of millions 
in capital. There are canneries in 44 of our states; in Alaska, 
Guam, the Hawaiian Islands. Their products are used the world 
over, and feed much of the world’s population e Santa Fe has 
told the gripping story of “Delicious Foods in Tin and Glass” in 
a beautiful little book that will grace your library table. A word 
to the Santa Fe Railway, Room 1234 Railway Exchange, Chicago, 
will bring it to you with our compliments. 


ee 


@ The Santa Fe is proud of the place it has been privileged to hold for 50 years 
in the development of America’s canning industry and the distribution of its 
products. Our rails carry the materials of which canneries are built; tap the sources 
of their raw foods; bring them containers, boxes, barrels, lumber, nails, labels, 
lids and cartons, and their gleaming, miraculous machinery. And in 1937 Santa Fe 
moved over 300,000 tons of finished canned goods. 
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Distaneée is 
measured in hours 


PEORIA £2 PEKIN 
UNION 
RY 


between the shipper and his customer. One 
thing has brought that about and that is the 
customer's disinclination to buy in large 
quantities. 


Now, in helping you to satisfy him, P. & P. U. 
can play its part. Trunk lines are trunklines 
and they are doing their best to deliver your 
shipments as soon as possible. And at 
Peoria, Illinois, P. & P. U., eliminating any 
time gap between them, ties fourteen trunk 
lines into one immense system of rails. They 
reach into every corner of the country. What 
the trunk lines gain for you, P. & P. U. saves 
because the interchange at Peoria is made in 
a very few hours. 


Once upon a time distances were measured in 
miles but now it is ‘‘first morning,” ‘‘second 
morning’ and so forth. The earlier the better. 


Just write 


“Via P. & P. U. By. 


and Peoria, Illinois” 
(The Gateway City) 


For information write 


E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager 


Union Station, Peoria, Illinois 


PEORIA 4x» PEKIN UNION 
RAILWAY COMPANY 


Switching Service Between: 


Peoria & Pekin Union Ry. iinols Central R. R. 

= 4 on Ilinols Terminal R. R. Co. 
een, Tope ata Fe hy. Inland Waterways Corp. 

Chlenge & Werth Western fy. Minneapolis & St. Louis R. R. 


Chie: & Illinois Midiand Ry. 
Chieage. Burlington & « Any R. New York, Chicago & St. Louls R. R. 
Pennsyivania R. R. 


Chieago, Rock Island & Pacifie Ry. 
Peoria Terminal R. R. 


Cleve., Cin., Chieago & St. Louls Ry. 
(Peoria & Eastern) Toledo, Peoria & Western R. R. 
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AY exving 5 Important Gateways 


Chicago - Council Bluffs (omaha) - Kansas City 
St. Joseph - Minnesota Transfer (ij,,23 


Look at the map—see how advantageously Great 
Western can serve you—not only with splendid 
facilities, but with the highest standards of 
efficiency, speed and service. 


Your nearest Great Western representative is at 
your service. He has a wealth of information as 
to how you can use the facilities of this railroad 
to advantage. 


B. F. PARSONS, Traffic Manager 
309 West Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Illinois 


Traffic Offices in the Larger Cities 


CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD 


The Corn Belt Route 
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Our Plattorm 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 


(I pepe pe teppei hen i BB he nnn tn tte A le Ae A: A 


A MESS OF POTTAGE 


F ANYTHING more ridiculous than the gyrations of 
the railroads in the matter of wage reductions could 
be imagined, it is beyond us. 

In the summer and fall of 1937 they increased 
wages, without any reason for doing so but fear of 
reprisals if they refused; this year they announced a 
reduction of fifteen per cent; after months of hearings 
and arguments, with all the due processes of law ex- 
hausted, a board of three amateurs appointed by Presi- 
dent Roosevelt considered the matter for thirty days 
and reported to him that there should be no wage re- 
duction, the finding being a foregone conclusion; then 
the railroads, because it was evident that Mr. Roosevelt 





wished them to do so, withdrew the reduction without 
reserve. 

What happened was this: President Roosevelt, 
when the report of his board was in, called J. J. Pelley, 
president of the Association of American Railroads, 
into conference and, with his well-known charm, con- 
vinced Mr. Pelley that he and the committee of six, 
appointed by the President one day on the spur of the 
moment, would give their attention to the subject and 
evolve a transportation program to be presented to 
Congress—this in spite of the fact that Mr. Pelley and 
other railroad representatives had officially and force- 
fully, in the course of the consideration of the wage 
reduction proposals, stated that nothing could be done 
for the railroads that would obviate the necessity for a 
wage reduction. Then Mr. Pelley, who is himself known 
among the newspaper reporters as the “charm boy,” 
exercised his power to sell the idea to the members of 
his association, and they withdrew entirely from the 
field. Mr. Clement, president of the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, even announced that he felt satisfaction over the 
“happy solution” of the controversy! What there is to 
be happy about is again beyond us. The situation and 
the men responsible for it are fantastic. 

In the first place, there is no assurance that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt will keep his word—whatever it was he 
promised or seemed to promise; in the second place, 
there is no assurance that he and his labor-dominated 
committee will arrive at a sound plan; in the third 
place, there is no assurance that, if they do, they will 
be able to get it through Congress; in the fourth place, 
even if the plan is good and is translated into law, what 
becomes of the claim that nothing ‘will avail to save 
the railroads without a reduction in pay roll? 

We know there are those who pretend to think that 
the railroads have not given up everything and, in sup- 
port of their position, they point to certain language 
in the Pelley telegram to President Roosevelt that 
refers to the withdrawal of “present” notices of wage 
reductions and reducing wages “on a national scale at 
this time.” They pretend to see in these words at least 
a possibility of an intention to renew the fight for re- 
duced wages if the White House plan does not pan out. 
We have no such delusion, partly because we do not 
believe the railroads have an ounce of fight in them 
and partly because, if they had had in mind what is 
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suggested, they would have done the business-like thing 
and merely have suspended the wage reduction until the 

- outcome of the Roosevelt-Pelley dream could be known, 
thus avoiding the expense and long delay of months if 
new proceedings were begun. 

We have no doubt that the Roosevelt plan, if any, 
when it is evolved, will consist largely of making money 
easily available to the railroads from government 
funds, if not actual subsidy, which latter is being pro- 
posed by Mr. Wheeler, president of the Railway Busi- 
ness Association, the members of which sell things to 
the railroads. We shall have more to say about easy 
money, whether through loans or subsidy, if it develops 
that we are right in suspecting that such a plan will 
appeal to President Roosevelt as a way out. 

In the meantime, we suggest that, if there is to be 
subsidy, it be considered with as much sanity and wis- 
dom as is possible for men in love with such methods 
and regardless of their ultimate effects. Our sugges- 
tion is that unifications and consolidations by railroads 
be encouraged by relieving them of the burden of pay- 
ing men discharged in the effectuation of such unifica- 
tions and consolidations, and that these men be paid out 
of the public treasury instead of, as now, by the rail- 
roads. Thus, we would have a subsidy for discharged 
employes and not for the railroads. We would not say 
that this would remove all the railroad objection to 
unifications, but it would at least take from them the 
argument that such a course would throw a lot of men 
out of work and that there would be little economy 
in the process if they had to continue those men on 
their pay rolls. In course of time, whether the rail- 
roads or the tax-paying citizens paid the subsidy, it 
would be discontinued through the process of attrition. 

The reply of the railrdads to criticism of their con- 
duct in withdrawing the wage reduction is that they 
could not proceed with it in the face of public opinion 
against them. Our answer to that is that they took 
public opinion for granted without even an attempt to 
ascertain it, much less influence it. How could it have 
been ascertained? That one is easy. In the first place, 
since it is necessary to give them lessons in elementary 
matters of “‘public relations,” they should have had one 
or more of their high-priced and competent “public 
relations” men at the rat-hole, with Mr. Pelley stand- 
ing by, when the report of the emergency board was 
made public. The time of its release was known in ad- 
vance.. It should have been carefully read by these men 
and, if the finding proved to be against the railroads, 
as it did, a statement should have been given out at 
once by Mr. Pelley to the effect that the report was 
unfair and that the railroads would proceed with their 
wage cut, because they could not do anything else. 
Their reply would have been widely printed—because 
it would have been news. Then they could have meas- 
ured public opinion. There were other methods that 
could also have been used. 

But they made no rejoinder of any kind at any 
time, merely listening to President Roosevelt and then 
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acquiescing in his proposal. If they had been convinced 
by their trial balloons that public opinion was more or 
less with them, they should have turned him down 
flatly. If they were in doubt or felt that public opinion 
was against them, they could at least have told him 
that they would hold the wage cut in abeyance as long 
as proper or legally possible—if there is any rule that 
would govern—until it could be seen what his plan 
amounted to. They did nothing of the sort. Mr. Pelley 
says the matter of postponement was not even con- 
sidered. They merely, as we have said, took public 
opinion for granted—perhaps, because they had bad 
judgment or were ignorant of how to proceed, and, 
perhaps, merely because they had no stomach for a 
fight. 

We suppose the railroads will say that Mr. Pelley 
was not authorized to reply to the report of the Presi- 
dent’s emergency board until action had been taken by 
the association. Then he should have been so author- 
ized, and that he was not is merely a confession of 
inadequate machinery, with no more force as an excuse 
than would attach to the explanation by a carpenter 
that his job was poorly done because his saw was dull 
or his hammer had no handle. The railroads just don’t 
know how to handle such things. 


There is a good deal of this bowing to the presi- 
dential will—too much—but if everybody did as the 
railroads have done, the Supreme Court would long 
since have been “packed,” the insurgent Democratic 
senators would have been “purged,” the Dies commit- 
tee would have ceased to function, and the newspapers 
that have exposed the foolishness and viciousness of 
New Deal policies would be silent. 


There are many important dates in American his- 
tory, some of them glorious and some of them shameful. 
To the latter should be added November 4, 1938, the 
day the railroads, by withdrawing the wage cut, sold 
their birthright for a mess of pottage and took the 
first definite step toward plunging themselves into gov- 
ernment ownership. 


NOT COMPARABLE 


NATIONAL Highway Users Conference folder 

asks what form of transportation equipment has 
the biggest tax bill, and replies that the “highway” 
has. It says that in 1936 the total tax bill on highway 
users was, roughly, one and three-quarters billion dol- 
lars and that, of that sum, direct taxes on highway 
users amounted to $1,418,633,000. Then it says: 

All Class I railroads paid $319,752,721, during the same 
year, which figure includes some $66,000,000 accrual of rail- 
road retirement and social security unemployment insurance 
levies, the equivalent of which is not included in the highway 
tax figure. 

The railroads are engaged in the business of trans- 
portation for hire. A substantial part of the taxes 
credited against highway users is paid by the owners of 
automotive vehicles not engaged in the business of 

(Continued on page 978) 
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Current Topics in 
Washington 





Now that the election is 
over and the game is in the 
bag, it may be safe to say that 
in September the peak of gov- 
ernment employment in Wash- 
ington was higher than the 
highest peak in the World War period. In that month the 
all time high, according to the Civil Service Commission, was 
118,024. 


The war time peak, reached November 11, 1918, the day 
the armistice was signed and the war-time civilian machine 
was running at its greatest speed, was 117,760. 


Government employment in Washington has_ increased 
about 50,000 since the change of administration took place in 
1933. Outside of Washington the number of employes de- 
creased in September by about 3,542. The pay roll in Wash- 
ington in September was $20,970,000. 

In the war period, natives of Washington jibed at the in- 
flux of dollar-a-year patriots and what they called the “willing 
war workers,” filling civilian jobs. In many instances then, as 
now, the additional workers seemed to believe Atlas’s task of 
holding up the world was as nothing in comparison with the 
important work they were doing. 


Money Cost of Peace 
Experiments May Be More 
Than That of War 





When they study the matter it 
is suspected that men interested in 
advertising will believe the Ford 
and Chrysler motor companies paid 
a stiff price to be freed of anti-trust 
prosecutions at South Bend, Ind. 
Accepting a conclusion of Attorney General Cummings as ac- 
curate, Ford and Chrysler have agreed to censorship by the 
government of their advertising, looking to a restriction of 
advertising to what the government thinks is its proper func- 
tion. They assented to a consent decree under which the gov- 
ernment will nolle prosse indictments against them and their 
favorite finance companies. 


“From the standpoint of the Ford and Chrysler interests, 
these decrees should be regarded as a voluntary effort to co- 
operate with the federal government,” says a statement signed 
by Assistant Attorney General Thurman Arnold and approved 
by Attorney General Cummings... “Acceptance of them (the 
consent decrees by the Ford and Chrysler interests) involves 
no admission of guilt.” 


Whether the price the two automobile makers are to pay 
is light or heavy may be inferred from a statement by Mr. 
Arnold that “the test of whether a nolle prosse will be recom- 
mended on the basis of a consent decree is whether that decree 
accomplishes more in effectuating the purposes of the Sherman 
act than could be obtained through the criminal court.” 


The implication is that, in this acceptance of “voluntary” 
consent decrees, the government is getting more than it could 
obtain through a finding of guilty on the indictments. 

Why Ford and Chrysler consent to give the government 
more than it could obtain by a successful prosecution is not 
explained. But the answer is not hard to find, it is believed, 
in the back of the head of any man who has the slightest 
understanding of the hounding the government can do of any 
man or interest that is in its black books. Rich as Ford and 
Chrysler are, they are small potatoes, in a financial sense, in 
comparison with a government when it is being carried on 
by an administration that is regarded by men who know some- 
thing about the things that are done (not particularly by the 
present administration), to curry popular favor by “soaking 
the rich.” Millions can be spent in such prosecutions. 

General Motors, also under indictment at South Bend, has 
not assented to a decree. It will, unless it changes its mind, 
fight the thing out before the court. The government, in mak- 
ing its bargain with Ford and Chrysler, made the effectiveness 
of the decrees contingent on its winning against General Motors. 
That means, it may be inferred, that Ford and Chrysler can 
back General Motors in the fight if, as suspected, their ‘“volun- 
tary” action in this matter is of the sort of voluntary assent 


Automobile Makers Pay 
Heavily to Get Govern- 
ment Off Their Necks? 
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Mexico gave to the treaty under which the United States took 
a large part of its territory, or the voluntary sort of consent 


that is given by a business concern harassed by gangsters or 
blackmailers. 


The motor company prosecution under the anti-trust law 
seeks to break up the arrangements between the manufacturers 
and their sales agents, or dealers, under which the dealers are 
coerced, if an agent or employe can be said to be coerced, to 
use the finance companies affiliated with or owned by the manu- 
facturers in financing sales. The prosecutions are based on the 
theory that that is a conspiracy under the Sherman law tend- 
ing to monopolize the business of financing, to the detriment of 
375 so-called independent finance companies. 


Under the consent decree, according to the Arnold state- 
ment, there are to be restrictions on harsh collection methods 
and on advertising. By the provision of the decree, according 
to the statement, ‘a step is also made toward restricting ad- 
vertising to its proper field—which is the promotion of sales— 
and toward preventing its use for the fostering of monopoly and 
monopolistic practices.” 


“The decrees in the present cases,” continues the statement, 
“may become most important precedents in preventing the 
misuse of advertising power in other fields. Monopoly is fos- 
tered when advertising is used to put competitors at a dis- 
advantage for the sole reason that they do not have resources 
sufficient to expend equally large sums in advertising par- 
ticular products or the services of particular companies. In 
the automobile financing field, vast sums are spent by the 
manufacturers to advertise the services of particular finance 
companies. Other finance companies must spend a like amount 
or go out of business. 


“A wasteful system of distribution of services is thus set 
up. Like conditions obtain in the advertising of commodities— 
vast sums being expended to advertise particular brands of 
such common products as gasoline and milk.” 


After saying that that method of advertising had never 
been held to be violative of the anti-trust laws, the statements 
said, nevertheless that the purpose of the anti-trust laws would 
be furthered “if advertising is limited to its proper function 
of building up consumption and if restrictions are placed against 
its use for the purpose of giving monopoly advantage to the 
competitor with the largest pocketbook. It added that there 
were no precedents “which compel the adoption of restrictions 
on advertising.” 


That the Ford and Chrysler companies have given the 
government censorship over their advertising “copy” is the 
conclusion of the Attorney General and his assistant. Their 
statement says, “The government is given a voice in deter- 
mining the fairness to the public and to the competitors of any 
plan (of financing) that is advertised.” 

The government lawyers, it is believed to be a fair conclu- 
sion from their statement, don’t think much of advertising, 
other than the free advertising they can obtain by “soaking 
the rich.” 

“By a variety of modern refinements upon the methods of 
the circus barker,” says their statement, ‘advertising is used to 
build up public preference for the products of one producer or 
manufacturer solely because he has the most money and can 
make the most noise.” 





While those who participated in the 
ceremonies marking the acceptance of a 
bust of the Commission’s first chairman 
and a tablet in memory of its first secre- 
tary told much about Secretary Moseley, 
they did not make it clear that, in a 
physical sense, there was nothing of the traditional clerkliness 
associated with the one who keeps notes about him. 


Possessing the voice of Stentor, Moseley neither needed nor 
used a bell or a telephone to summon a Merucry. The messen- 
ger might be on the floor above or below the secretary, but 
that voice was all he needed to summon help of that sort. 


Being blessed with the muscles that won him the reputa- 
tion of being good in the “squared” circle, the man who called 
him a liar to his face regretted his insolence. One day a sena- 
torial secretary, about as big and as heavy as Moseley—some- 
thing more than 200 pounds—compared the secretary with 
Ananias. Three seconds later the senatorial factotum was try- 
ing to pick himself out of a corner to which the Moseley fists 
had sent him. And thereafter callers representing the majesty 
of senators spoke softly and respectfully to the man who once 
thought he would not serve an order of the Commission because 
he disagreed with commissioners, though he rapidly changed 
his mind when the error of his way was pointed out to him, 
in words of an ultimatum. 


Moseley Needed 
Neither Bell Nor 
a Bodyguard 
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The story of how British traders 
with helpful Indians thwarted efforts of 
the French to extend their empire of 
Louisiana eastward from the Mississippi 
River to the Appalachian Mountains in 
the early eighteenth century will be pre- 
served to posterity, says a Department of the Interior memo- 
randum to the press. The preservation will be by presidential 
proclamation of the Ackia Battleground National Monument, 
near Tupelo, Miss. 

Parenthetically, it may be observed that probably Tupelo 
will continue to be as well remembered for having been the 
home of “Private” John Allen as the place where the English 
traders and their Indian allies stopped the French and their 
Indian allies when it was believed an effort was being made to 
carry the lily banner of France for “permanent” placement over 
the territory between the Mississippi and the mountain. The 
idea that that would have been a permanent placement over- 
looks the fact that the French in the time of the great Bona- 
parte were so hard pressed that he felt constrained to offer 
Jefferson the whole of Louisiana Territory, so it would not fall 
into the hands of the British, instead of only a little spot around 
New Orleans that would give Americans use of the great river. 

Anyway, the government has condemned a tract of 50 
acres, which cannot be distinguished from other acres there- 
abouts, as a reminder that in 1736 the English traders and 
their Chickashaws, repulsed 500 Frenchmen and 600 Choctaws 
who were trying to take the palisaded Chickashaw village of 
Ackia. 

Insubordination among the Choctaws, according to the an- 
nouncement, caused the failure of the attack and the retreat of 
the land-annexing French and Indians to Mobile, then the near- 
est French port in the Louisiana Territory. If the Choctaws 
had not been insubordinate, it is implied, the French would 
have held the territory, though, as before observed, Bonaparte’s 
fear had a good deal to do with the transfer of Louisiana to 
the United States. 

Notwithstanding, Tupelo is to have a monument, paid for 
out of the federal treasury.—A. E. H. 


NOT COMPARABLE 
(Continued from page 976) 
transportation for hire. The figures given for “railway” 
and “highway” equipment are not comparable. What 
should be set against the “railway” figure are the taxes 
paid by “for-hire” carriers on the highways. Besides, 
as we have pointed out before, the railroads pay taxes 
on and provide their own roadways while the “for-hire” 
carriers on the highways do not. 


Up Comes Another 
Monument of Mini- 
mum Significance 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


In connection with discussion of possible government help 
for railroads men of the Commission who have been handling 
applications of carriers for loans from the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation cannot see how, under the law as it stands, greater 
help can be given the railroads than they have been receiving. 
The Commission, it is pointed out, has always construed the 
statute authorizing loans to be just that and nothing more. 
It has resisted suggestions that it be “liberal’’ in approving 
loans. It has made certificates required by the statute as a 
condition of its approval, on the basis that it was making a 
business loan simply because ordinary business machinery 
could not be used at the time on account of conditions over 
which the railroads had no control. In other words, so far 
as the men of the Commission are concerned, there has never 
been an element of subsidy in the loans, granted on account 
of an assumption that the applicant had to be kept in operation 
as a matter of national defense or that it was necessary on 
account of the general welfare of the nation. 


Nothing has come to the Commission indicating that any 
railroad holds a notion that, on account of the failure of the rail- 
roads to obtain a reduction in wages, it is entitled to more “lib- 
eral” treatment than heretofore, in the matter of loans. Nor is 
there any indication that any of those interested in the reorgan- 
ization of railroads under section 77 of the national bankruptcy 
act intend speeding up reorganization proceedings so as speedily 
to obtain the money the Reconstruction Finance Corporation 
has promised to put into the reorganized companies. 

The Western Pacific trustees have pending before the Com- 
mission an application whereby the RFC would be authorized 
to buy enough additional trustee certificates to bring the total 
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up to $10,000,000. The corporation has spent about $3,600,000 for 
such certificates which mature December 1. Chairman Jones has 
announced that the corporation is committed to furnishing addi- 
tional money for that purpose, the money to be covered by bonds 
of the reorganized company and the pending application is to 
make it available in advance of the actual reorganization. In 
substance it would be a refunding operation. 

The corporation, according to an announcement by the 
chairman, is also committed to providing $6,500,000 to help in 
reorganizing the Chicago Great Western under a plan approved 
by the Commission and the court having jurisdiction of that 
carrier’s affairs. 

Neither of those projects, however, it is pointed out, has any 
connection with plans that may be under consideration by reason 
of the failure of the carriers to get the 15 per cent reduction 
in wages. Nor, according to Chairman Jones, are the carriers 
interested in getting money to be used in the acquisition of 
equipment. They have more than enough equipment for the 
traffic they have to haul. 

Unofficial information has come to the Commission that 
one Class I railroad has been considering the advantage, if any, 
of applying to the Commission for reorganization under the 
Baltimore and Ohio plan, approved by the Commission a few 
days after the wage reduction plan failed, whereby the pay- 
ment of interest on its obligations would be deferred in the hope 
that in a few years the carriers would be able not only to pay 
its interest when due but also pay off accumulated interest. 
However, the failure of the wage reduction move did not cause 
consideration of the Baltimore and Ohio plan. It was taken up, 
it was said, merely as a possible way out of its immediate diffi- 
culties less expensive and more expeditious than reorganization 
onder section 77. 


The Southern Railway, in Finance No. 12230, has filed an 
application asking that the Reconstruction Finance Corpora- 
tion purchase $6,000,000 of its equipment trust certificates, 
bearing interest not in excess of 4 per cent per annum, at not 
less than par, to aid the applicant in acquiring approximately 
2,400 all-steel freight train cars, which cars are supplementary 
to the current purchase of 5,724 freight train cars (Finance 
Nos. 12015 and 12022) and 25 70-foot all-steel express cars. 
The equipment trust will be for the full cost of the equip- 
ment and will run for 15 years, serial payments to start at 
the end of two years from the date of such trust and to be 
made in 14 equal annual payments to retire all resulting equip- 
ment trust certificates by maturity. 


“NEGATIVE” ORDERS STAND 


In two decisions without written opinions the Supreme 
Court of the United States, November 7, affirmed two lower 
court decisions holding that “negative” orders of the Commis- 
sion were not reviewable. 

The court made its rulings in No. 405, Lester A. Crancer 
and George B. Fleischman, copartners doing business as Valley 
Steel Products Co., and Mid Valley Steel Co., appellants, vs. 
United States and Interstate Commerce Commission, and in 
No. 410, Diamond Tank Transport, Inc., et al. vs. United States, 
Interstate Commerce Commission and North Pacific Coast 
Freight Bureau. 

In No. 405 appellants sought to enjoin an order of the Com- 
mission of August 6, 1937, dismissing their complaint attacking 
as inapplicable rates on used thread protectors for iron pipe. 
In No. 410 appellants attacked the order of the Commission 
in I. and S. No. 4281, petroleum between Washington and 
Oregon points, of November 30, 1937. 

No. 405 was appealed from the federal district court for 
the eastern district of Missouri and No. 410 was appealed from 
the federal district court for the western district of Washington. 

In affirming the decisions of the lower courts which held 
that the orders were such as to which they had no jurisdiction 
the Supreme Court cited Hooker vs. Knapp, 225 U. S. 302, and 
other cases. 


c. |. & L. REORGANIZATION 


By an order in Finance No. 10294, Chicago, Indianapolis & 
Louisville Railway Co. reorganization, the Commission, by divi- 
sion 4, has granted a motion asking that on brief and argument 
all parties of record and the Commission may consider as a 
part of the record in this proceeding, specified parts of the 
record in No. 12964, Consolidation of Railroads. The request 
was made by the state commissions of Alabama, Georgia, Flor- 
ida, Louisiana, North Carolina, South Carolina and Tennessee. 
The Commission said that copies of the evidence in No. 12964 
referred to were available for all parties of record who applied 
therefor to the Alabama Public Service Commission at Mont- 
gomery, Ala. Briefs with respect to the evidence are to be 
filed on or before November 21. 
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COMMISSION REPORTS 


Switching Charges on Gravel 


No. 28018, Neal Gravel Co. vs. Wabash. By division 4. 
Switching charges collected in addition to the line-haul rate on 
sand and gravel, Attica, Ind., to Champaign, Ill., found unrea- 
sonable to the extent that defendant failed to provide for the 
absorption of the $4.95 switching charge out of its line haul 
rate. Reparation of $59.40, with interest, awarded. Shipments 
moved between March 22, 1935, and January 14, 1936. 


Weights on Cattle 


No. 27877, Max Case & Son vs. New York Central et al. 
By division 4. Carload weights used on cattle, Auburn, N. Y., 
and Elyria, O., to Hartford, Conn., between June 24, 1930, and 
September 23, 1931, found inapplicable in certain instances. 
Applicable carload charges were those accruing at the mini- 
mum of 22,000 pounds on cars NYC 22987 and 22397, respec- 
tively, and 26,000 and 22,000 pounds on cars AYRX 4415 and 
CCC&StL 20845, respectively. Reparation of $68.80, with inter- 
est, awarded. 

Petroleum Products 


No. 27679, Independent Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al., embracing also fourth section applications Nos. 17239 
and 17248. Supplemental report. By division 4. Rates on 
petroleum products, Billings and Laurel, Mont., to destinations 
in North Dakota, South Dakota and Minnesota, published in 
purported compliance with the findings in prior report, 225 I. 
Cc. C. 479, found in certain instances to be at variance there- 
with. The report clarifies intention of Commission in prior 
report with respect to meaning of terms “main-line junction 
points” and “branch-line points.” It said the term “branch-line 
points,” in the sense used in the prior report and what it deemed 
to be the ordinary meaning of that term, contemplated only 
points on dead-end branches of defendants’ lines, and the term 
“main-line junction points” related only to junctions where de- 
fendants’ dead-end branch lines physically joined main-line 
arteries. The report said it was intended also that there be 
compliance with section 4 of the act on at least the direct open 
routes to every destination. Defendants required to establish 
rates in accordance with findings in the prior report as herein 
interpreted and clarified. Applications for fourth section relief 
denied because addressed generally to rates which the defend- 
ants are not authorized to maintain. Order for the future 
effective on or before February 3. 


Potatoes 


No. 27684, Wisconsin Distributing Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. 
et al. By division 4. Rates, potatoes, various points in Ala- 
bama, North Carolina and Virginia, south of Norfolk, to Fond 
du Lac, Oshkosh, Appleton, Appleton Junction, Green Bay and 
Wausau, Wis., found unreasonable, past, present and future, 
to the extent that fhey exceeded, exceed or may exceed the 
contemporaneous rates from the same origins to Milwaukee, 
by more than 4 cents to Fond du Lac, 5 cents to Oshkosh, 6 
cents to Appleton and Appleton Junction, 7 cents to Green Bay, 
and 13 cents to Wausau, minimum 30,000 pounds. Complain- 
ants found entitled to reparation on proof. Order for future 
effective on or before February 4. Reparation was sought on 
shipments delivered since July 2, 1934, and also that collection 
of outstanding undercharges be waived. 


Grain and Grain Products 


No. 27782, St. Joseph Grain Exchange et al. vs. A. V. I. 
et al. By division 4. Rates on corn and oats and the products 
thereof, carloads, from all points in Iowa, points in South 
Dakota and Minnesota south of the Mankato, Minn.-Pierre, 
S. D., line of the C. & N. W., and points in Missouri north of 
the Missouri River, to all points in Kansas, eastern Colorado, 
including Denver, Colorado Springs, Pueblo, and Trinidad, 
and points in Missouri south of the main line of the Rock 
Island between Kansas City and St. Louis, found unreasonable 
except that the assailed rates from northern Missouri to south- 
ern Missouri are not unreasonable. The Commission found 
that the other rates were and for the future would be unrea- 
sonable to the extent they exceeded or might exceed the present 
rates for corresponding hauls and transit services in the opposite 
direction. Order for the future effective on or before February 
8. The Commission said that, complainants having confined the 
complaint to rates on corn and oats and the products thereof, 
its finding and order necessarily did not embrace rates on 
other grains. It said that in the grain rate investigation, how- 
ever, it had prescribed a common level of rates for application 
on all grain and grain products. No sufficient reason, it said, 
appeared for disrupting and group of grain and grain products 
in respect of rates from and to the points here considered. 
Defendants, it said, would be expected, therefore, to establish 
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on all grain and grain products the rates herein prescribed 
for application on corn and oats. 


Brewers’ Rice 


No. 27751, Ernecke & Salmstein Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al. 
By division 3. Dismissed. Rates, brewers’ rice, imported, New 
Orleans, La., to Chicago and Chicago Heights, IIl., applicable 
and not shown to have been or to be unreasonable or unduly 
prejudicial. On shipments of brewers’ rice from Jonesboro 
and DeWitt, Ark., to Detroit, Mich., rate found inapplicable 
and applicable rate found to have been 56.5 cents, minimum 
40,000 pounds. Two shipments moving on May 4 and 8, 1935, 
found undercharged. 


Soda Ash and Caustic Soda 


Fourth section application No. 16938, soda ash and 
caustic soda from Houston, Tex. By division 2. By fourth sec- 
tion order No. 13260, Missouri-Kansas-Texas and other carriers 
authorized to establish and maintain rates on soda ash and 
caustic soda, carloads, Houston, Tex., to certain destinations in 
Illinois, St. Louis, Mo., and Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., without 
observing the long-and-short-haul part of section 4, subject to 
conditions. Relief was temporarily authorized by fourth sec- 
tion order No. 12864, subject, among other conditions, to the 
equidistant provision which is also imposed in the permanent 
relief as well as a 50 per cent circuity limitation. 


ARMORED CAR SERVICE 


Contract carriers using armored cars in the transportation 
of bullion, jewelry and other articles of great value have been 
exempted, by the Commission, in Ex Parte MC 12, contracts 
of contract carriers, and in MC 9, filing of contracts by con- 
tract carriers, from the requirement that contract carriers 
execute, preserve and file contracts covering the transportation 
of such articles. Exemption was recommended by Examiner 
A. S. Parker in a proposed report in the cases mentioned (see 
Traffic World, September 17, p. 520). 

Under the Commission’s routine, unless exceptions to a 
proposed report are filed within a specified period or the Com- 
mission postpones the examiner’s recommended report and 
order, they become the report and order of the Commission. 
No one filed exceptions to the Parker report. While the Com- 
mission itself stayed the report for a period after the original 
period set in the notice attached to the examiner’s report, 
neither those interested nor the Commission found any objec- 
tions to Parker’s proposed report. So it has become the act 
of the Commission. 

Operators of the armored car service objected to the dis- 
closure of the fact that a valuable shipment was to be made 
at a specified time lest the underworld take advantage of such 
knowledge to plan seizure of the shipment. Filing of their 
contracts, they contended, would make disclosures that would 
be detrimental to them. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 88325, O. T. Nelson, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has denied a certificate to op- 
erate as a common carrier of petroleum products, in bulk, 
from refining points in Wyoming to points in Colorado, over 
irregular routes. 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC 12005, R. A. Byrnes, 
broker application, has denied an application for a license to 
continue operation as a broker in arranging for the transpor- 
tation of general commodities between points in New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode 
Island, Delaware, Maryland, the District of Columbia, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana. Rail carriers in trunk line terri- 
tory opposed grant of the application. 

In MC 50874, W. E. Wesover, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has denied an application for 
a certificate to operate as a common carrier of live stock 
from Grant, Ia., and designated vicinity, to Omaha, Neb., and 
certain other commodities in the opposite direction between 
those points. Commissioner Lee, dissenting, said he agreed 
that the showing was not sufficient to justify the issuance of 
the authority sought. However, he said he would grant the 
petition for further hearing to enable applicant to introduce 
additional evidence in support of his application. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 

No. 28112, Clyde Hess et al. vs. Union Pacific et al. Anheuser- 
Busch, Inec., permitted to intervene. 

MC 1951, McMakin Motor Coaches, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Proceeding reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be fixed by Commission, only in so far as concerns that portion of 
application which prays for operating authority between Vernon, Tex.. 
and the Oklahoma-Texas state line. 








PAGE 980 





No. 28120, W. O. Anderson Commission Co. et al. vs. Alton et al. 
Blatz Brewing Co. and M. K. Goetz Brewing Co. permitted to inter- 
vene. 

Finance No. 11915, Erie reorganization. Guaranty Trust Cco., of 
New York as trustee of general mortgage of Erie dated April 1, 1903; 
Guaranty Trust Co. of New York as trustee of Erie’s Erie and Jersey 
Railroad Co. first mortgage, dated June 29, 1905; and Guaranty Trust 
Co. of New York, as trustee of Erie’s Genessee River Railroad Co. 
first mortgage, dated June 1, 1907, permitted to intervene. 

Air mail docket No. 5, Central Airlines, Inc., rate review 1935; and 
air mail docket No. 7, Pennsylvania Airlines and Transport Co., rate 
review 1935. Proceedings dismissed because not within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Commission since the passage of the civil aeronautics act. 

MC 46599, John W. Healzer, dba Healzer Cartage Co., common 
carrier application. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 84404, Phillip A. Kelly, Jr., dba Kelly’s Transfer, common 
carrier application; and MC 84404, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of 
operations, additional commodities. Applicant’s petition for oral 
argument, denied. , 

MC 84770, Royal Transportation Co., common carrier application; 
and MC 7857, Same, contract carrier application. Applicant’s petition 
for oral argument, denied. 

Fourth section application No. 16381, Lime to Lower Mississippi 
River Crossings, 218 I. C. C. 131 and 227 I. C. C. 409. F. A. Leland’s 
petition for vacation of fourth section order No. 12447 and modifica- 
tion of fourth section order No. 12480, both of which orders were 
entered in this proceeding, denied. 

MC 152, Motor Express and Terminal Corporation, common carrier 
application. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 2589, C. A. B. Y. Transportation Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Petitions for oral argument filed by applicant and certain motor 
carrier protestants, denied. 

MC 9873, Denco Bus Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter 
fixed by Commission with respect only to transportation of newspapers 
and express. Order of July! 9, vacated and set aside to extent only 
that said order denies to applicant right to transport express and 
newspapers. 

MC 14658, National Movers of New York, Inc., common carrier 
application. Applicant’s petition for further hearing, denied. 

MC 19976, Harold K. Allen, dba A & A Motor Transport, common 
carrier application. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 29957, Sub. No. 1, Tri-State Transit Co. of Louisiana, Inc., 
Holly Springs—Memphis extension. Petition for oral argument filed 
by protestant Dixie Greyhound Lines, Inc., denied. 

MC 29985, Frances B. Murphy, contract carrier application; and 
MC 59675, Same, common carrier application. Applicant’s request for 
oral argument, denied. 

MC 30451, Sub. No. 1, Luper Transportation Co., Oklahoma-New 
Mexico-Texas extension. Petition for leave to intervene filed by J. J. 
Refrigerator Service, denied. 

MC 49286, Denver-Taos Motor Transport, common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 49286, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Mat- 
ters reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter 
fixed with respect only to interstate operations by application between 
points in Colorado. 

MC 62380, Interstate Transit Lines, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Applicant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC 73546, Sub. No. 1, Central Wisconsin Motor Transport Co., ex- 
tension of operations. Matter reopened for further hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 74001, John Botts, common carrier application. Matter reopened 
for further hearing for the sole purpose of allowing applicant to intro- 
duce evidence with respect to any additional operating rights to which 
he may be entitled under the first proviso of section 206(a) of the 
motor carrier act, which are not within the authority granted in the 
certificate issued in this matter on July 14. 

MC 86975, Henry and Sumner Ross, dba R & R Transportation Co., 
contract carrier application. Applicant’s petition for further hearing, 
denied. 

MC 88364, Howard P. Doyle, common carrier application. Appli- 
cant’s petition for oral argument, denied. 

MC C-71, Southwestern Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., vs. W. D. Gill. 
dba Gill Transport Co. Pleading filed by South Arkansas Jobbers and 
Manufacturers Association et al., designated ‘‘Demurrer to report 
and order recommended by joint board No. 38,’’ overruled. 

No. 27197, Sub. No. 2, Stanolind Pipe Line Co. vs. Alton & South- 
ern et al. Petition of defendants for postponement of effective date 
of orders, denied. 

Finance No. 10616, Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe abandonment. 
Effective date of certificate of September 29, extended to December 9. 

MC 29472, Sub. No. 1, C. J. Hargleroad, extension of operation. 
Request of protesting rail carriers for leave to withdraw their ex- 
ceptions to recommended order and report, granted. Recommended 
order made effective as order of Commission as of October 12. 

MC 36171, Sub. No. 1, Francis B. Sheetz, common carrier applica- 
tion, express. Railway Express Agency permitted to intervene. Recom- 
mended order which became effective as order of Commission Septem- 
ber 12, vacated and set aside. Matter reopened for formal hearing at 
time and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 50374, Carroll E. Abbott, contract carrier application. Appli- 
cant’s petition to vacate and set aside recommended order which 
became effective February 21 and to hear this matter, denied. 

MC 86014, Roy T. Pranger, contract carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing. Order of March 15, vacated and set 
aside. 

MC 86955, Frank Jarvis, common carrier application. Matter re- 
opened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission. 

MC 89186, Floyd Turner, common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed. 
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MC 94111, Alexander Bryce, dba Bryce Cartage & Storage, common 
carrier application. Recommended order stayed. Matter reopened for 
formal hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC 95262, Oliver C. Carlton, common carrier application. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for further hearing at time and place to be fixed 
by Commission. 

MC-F 258, Central Freight Lines, Inc. (H. E. Andrews, R. R. Wil- 
liams and Harry Huncke, trustees), purchase, Guy R. Leiby. Portion 
of order of July 14, 1937, referring proceeding to Examiner John S. 
Higgins, for recommendation of an appropriate order thereon, vacated. 
Petition requesting dismissal of application granted. 

MC-F 677, Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., purchase, Cuppy’s Fast 
Freight Lines, Inc. Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), 
of temporary operation by Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., of proper- 
ties of Cuppy’s Fast Freight Lines, Inc., denied. 

No. 28112, Clyde Hess et al. vs. Union Pacific et al. Jos. Schlitz 
Brewing Co. permitted to intervene. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 

MC-F 609, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Barber Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc. Acme Freight Lines, Inc., and Barber Transportation 
Co., Inc., ask an order granting Acme Freight Lines, Inc., temporary 
authority to operate Barber Transportation Co., Inc. 

Electric railway docket No. 3, Cincinnati & Lake Erie. Cincinnati 
& Lake Erie and its receivers, Thomas Conway, Jr., and J. Harvey 
McClure, ask reconsideration by entire Commission and oral argument. 

Finance No. 7701, Kentucky & Indiana Terminal bonds. Kentucky 
& Indiana Terminal asks continuation of Commission’s supplemental 
order No. 3 for period of eighteen months to June 30, 1940, in which 
to pledge or repledge all or any part of $511,000 of first mortgage 4% 
per cent gold bonds as collateral security for any note or notes which 
may be issued by applicant within limitations of 20(a)9 of interstate 
commerce act, said pledge or pledges to be made, and if so required by 
holders or holders of said notes, to be maintained at a ratio of not 
exceeding $125 of bonds in value at the market price thereof then 
prevailing, to $100 face amount of notes. 

MC- C-21, Bamberger Electric et al. vs. Lang Transportation Cor- 
poration. Complainants ask leave to withdraw their petition for 
modification of minimum rate order without prejudice. 

No. 13535 et al., Consolidated Southwestern Cases. Southwestern 
lines, defendants, ask modification of findings and orders to specifically 
except from requirements murumuru, urucury, ucahuba and cohune oils 
and oil cake and meal. . 

No. 27014, A. Bronstein et al. vs. B. & O. et al. Complainants 
ask reopening for consideration of applicability of rates charged on 
shipments moving over routes to Philadelphia that comprise portions 
of routes over which commodity rate lower than class rates assessed 
on complainants’ shipments is applicable to New York City. 

No. 27325, intrastate class and commodity rates in Kentucky. Cin- 
cinnati Chamber of Commerce, intervener, asks reopening for rehear- 
ing, reconsideration and reargument in respect to class rates. 

No. 26510, western-southern class rates. Public Service Commission 
of Wisconsin asks Commission to reconsider its findings herein and 
to prescribe rates (1) between west bank Lake Michigan ports and 
points in extended Zone C on the one hand and points in southern 
territory on the other on the same bases adopted by Commission for 
Zone C of official territory in dockets 13494, 100 I. C. C. 513; 21373, 
213 I. C. C. 297; 21665, 213 I. C. C. 259; and 26488, 214 I. C. C. 316: 
and (2) between western trunk line points near the border of extended 
Zone C and official territory on the one hand and points in southern 
territory on the other which will remove abrupt rate humps at the 
border and which will grade with reasonable harmony from official- 
— rates on the one hand to western-southern rates on the 
other. 

Finance No. 11915, Erie reorganization. Bondholders’ Protective 
Committee for refunding and improvement mortgage 5 per cent bonds 
of Erie asks that Commission approve committee’s election of Fred- 
erick A. Carroll as an additional member of committee and authorize 
him to act as such; and Frederick A. Carroll, asks that he be authorized 
to solicit authorizations and deposits by, and to represent and act for, 
holders of such bonds under terms and conditions set forth in form 
of Deposit Agreement filed September 27. 

MC-F 580, Frontier Coach Lines, Inc., purchase, Bee Line, Inc. 
Vermont Transit Co., Inc., protestant, asks reopening of hearing 
for purpose of taking further testimony; and that should petition be 
denied, that petitioner be granted an extension of time within which 
to file exceptions to recommended report and order, said extension to 
be for period of twenty days from date of service of ruling on this 
petition, and that this request for extension of time be considered 
as having been timely made. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., asks that findings and order, de- 
cided August 3, be amended. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12136, Baltimore & Eastern 
Railroad Co. abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Baltimore 
& Eastern Railroad Co. of certain parts of its line of railroad in Queen 
Anne, Talbot, Caroline, Wicomico, and Worcester counties, Maryland, 
approved. ; 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12189, Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad Co., receiver’s certificates, granting authority to issue not 
exceeding $550,000 of receiver’s certificates to renew or extend matur- 
ing certificates of like principal amount, approved. 

Report and certificate in F. D. No. 12171, Sunset Railway Co. 
abandonment, permitting abandonment by the Sunset Railway Co. 
of part of-its line of railroad in Kern county, Calif., approved. 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12201, McCloud River Railroad Co. 
notes, granting authority to issue a promissory note or notes for not 
exceeding $150,000 to be disposed of at par and the proceeds applied 
to the payment of an outstanding note and the purchase of equip- 
ment, approved. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





DRIVE IT YOURSELF SERVICE 


| Sagan Fc ogee that operation by applicant in furnishing motor 
vehicles, without drivers, to firms and individuals for their 
personal and private use, be found not subject to the motor 
carrier act, joint board 65 has recommended dismissal of MC 
39056, U-Drive-It Co. of Pennsylvania, Inc., common carrier 
application, served November 9. 

Applicant, according to the report, sought a certificate or 
permit authorizing transportation of passengers and property 
between Philadelphia, Pa., and points in the vicinity thereof, 
on the one hand, to interstate destinations, on the other, over 
irregular routes. Since December 12, 1937, said the report, 
applicant had been engaged in the business of renting passenger 
cars and trucks to firms and individuals for their personal and 
private use, and did not furnish drivers for the vehicles. Ap- 
plicant’s revenue was derived from its mileage rates on the 
passenger cars, and its per diem charges plus six or seven cents 
a mile on the trucks, depending on the type of truck body used. 
All arrangements for rental of the equipment were made at 
Philadelphia, said the report, and applicant exercised no con- 
trol over the vehicles after they had been rented. No restric- 
tion, it said, was made as to the states within which the 
vehicles might be driven, so long as applicant was satisfied 
that the vehicles would be used for a legitimate purpose. 

The question for determination, said the joint board, were 
whether applicant was subject to the motor carrier act, and, if 
so, whether it had established “grandfather” rights within the 
territory sought to be served. 

“The fact that persons renting applicant’s vehicles do not 
transport persons or property of others for hire, is conclusive 
that these persons are not common or contract carriers as de- 
fined in section 203 (a) (14) and 203 (a) (15) of the act,” said 
the joint board. ‘Furthermore, it is not believed that these 
persons, while using applicant’s vehicles, act in the capacity of 
agent or employe of applicant. Hence, their operations, if any- 
thing, would be those of private carriers as defined in section 
203 (a) (17) of the act. 

“Except for the fact that applicant carries property dam- 
age and public liability insurance, and the fact that its vehicles 
are used in transporting persons and property in interstate 
or foreign commerce, other elements necessary to establish a 
status as a common or contract carrier are lacking, i. e., ap- 
plicant does not exercise any control over the vehicles while 
in operation; it does not carry cargo insurance; nor are the 
vehicles operated by employes or agents of the applicant. 
Hence, such operations as have been conducted, are the private 
operations of the persons renting applicant’s vehicles, and are 
not common or contract carrier operations within the mean- 
ing of the act.” 


FRESH MEATS, ETC. 

No. 28046, Peyton Packing Co., Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. By 
Examiner Harold M. Brown. Dismissal proposed. Following 
Arizona Grocery Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., 284 U. S. 370, 
examiner finds Commission precluded from awarding repara- 
tion on shipments of fresh meats and packing house products 
in less than carloads from El Paso, Tex., to many points in 
New Mexico, between July 1, 1935, and April 11, 1936, and 
that therefore no purpose would be served by a finding with 
respect to the allegation of unreasonableness. 


ALASKA A MOTOR ACT NO-MAN’S LAND 


According to the view of Ferd J. Schaaf, of Washington, 
constituting joint board 80, Alaska, under the motor carrier 
act, is neither a state nor a foreign country. Therefore, in a 
report in MC 90137, J. E. Barnes contract carrier application, 
served November 8, Mr. Schaaf has proposed that the Com- 
mission find the applicant is not engaged in operations for which 
authority is required and deny a permit. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from the date of service of the 
report. 

The particular business in connection with which Mr. 
Schaaf was dealing when he found as before indicated was the 
transportation of milk, cream and dairy products to Seattle, 
Wash., from points in Washington to Seattle for shipment by 
boat to Alaska. Section 203(a)(8) of the motor carrier act, 
he pointed out, defined a state as meaning any of the several 
states and the District of Columbia. Section 203(a)(10), he 





said, defined interstate commerce as being commerce between 
any place in a state and a place in another state, and section 
203(a)(11) defined foreign commerce as being between any 
place in the United States and any place in a foreign country 
or between places in the United States through any foreign 
country. 

Pointing out that Alaska did not come within either defini- 
tion, the joint board said, “therefore it appears that a com- 
modity when destined to or from any point within Alaska to 
or from a point within the United States when not moving 
through a foreign country is not in interstate or foreign com- 
merce within the meanings of sections 203(a)(10) and (11).” 
Motor carriers performing that type of service, he added, were 
not embraced in the term “motor carriers’ as defined in the 
motor carrier act and therefore were not subject to regulation 
under that act. 

The part of the application not having the Alaska aspect, 
covered the transportation of milk, cream, containers, etc., 
between Enumclaw, Wash., and Seattle. That, the report said, 
was intrastate commerce and needed not to be considered. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated). be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission.) 


MC 95485, F. J. Rooney, common carrier application. Joint 
board 67. Served November 4. Denial of application and dis- 
continuance of operations proposed. General commodities be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., and points in New Jersey and New 
York. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 95126, Marie Borup, dba Borup & Sons, common car- 
rier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 4. 
Certificate recommended. Household goods, between points in 
Monmouth, Middlesex and Union counties, N. J., on the one 
hand, and points in New York, Connecticut, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania and the District of Columbia, on the other, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 94996, David Conner, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer D. C. Dillon. Served November 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock and agricultural commodities, Chambers- 
burg, Pa., to Baltimore, Md., and Washington, D. C.; and 
empty containers, fertilizer, and feed from Baltimore, to 
Chambersburg; and empty containers from Washington to 
Chambersburg, over specified routes, serving points in Cum- 
berland, Fulton, and Franklin counties, Pa. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94121, Harry Brown, dba Brown and Son, common 
carrier application. Joint board 67. Served November 4. 
Certificate proposed. Box board paper and waste paper be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, and Newark, Jersey 
City, Trenton and Camden, N. J., and New York, N. Y., on the 
other, and flour and bakers’ supplies between Philadelphia, Pa., 
on the one hand, and points in New Jersey within 50 miles from 
City .Hall, Philadelphia, on the other. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

MC 92717, Leo Walewski, dba East Side Van Co., common 
carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served Novem- 
ber 4. Certificate recommended. New furniture, household 
goods, and office fixtures, between Bridgeport, Conn., on the 
one hand, and New York, N. Y., and points in Massachusetts, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 91853, Harold Nagel, common carrier application. 
Joint board 148. Served November 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Alvord, Ia., and points within 10 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., on the 
other, over described routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 91796, Moore’s Motor Express, Inc., common carrier 
application. Joint board 155. Served November 4. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with certain exceptions, over 
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a regular route between Cynthiana and Louisville, Ky. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from dates of service. 

MC 91313, Wilson Joiner, common carrier application. 
Joint board 28. Served November 4. Certificate proposed. 
Household goods between Hammond, La., on the one hand, and 
points in Mississippi, on the other, over irregular route. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 90487, Thomas O. Colacino, dba Tom’s Express, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
November 4. Certificate recommended. Manufactured tobacco, 
cigarettes, cigars and printing paper, between Washington, 
N. J., and points in Hudson, Middlesex, Union, Bergen, Passaic, 
and Essex counties, N. J., on the one hand, and New York, 
N. Y., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

MC 89206, LeRoy Vader, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served November 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock, feed, fertilizer, binder twine, building 
material and farm machinery between Scranton, Ia., and 
vicinity, and Omaha, Neb., over a specified route. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 89153, Virgil F. Ghormley, dba Eagle Transfer & 
Storage Co., common carrier application. Joint board 169. 
Served November 4. Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties between points and places in Idaho and Washington within 
10 miles of Lewiston, Ida., and household goods between points 
and places in such states within 25 miles of Lewiston, over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 
days from date of service. 

MC 74910, Sub. No. 1, Harry Hendrikson, Iowa extension. 
Joint board 146. Served November 4. Certificate recom- 
mended. Farm machinery, Mason City, Ia., to Fairmont, Minn.; 
chicken feed, Council Bluffs, Ia., to Fairmont; and emigrant 
moveables between Fairmont and points and places within 15 
miles thereof, on the one hnad, and points and places in Iowa, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 74037, Sub. No. 1, Jones-Spicer, Inc., extension of 
operations—Arkansas-Illinois. Examiner Mack Myers. Served 
November 4. Certificate proposed. Oil field equipment, ma- 
chinery, and materials, between points in Arkansas and Illinois, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 73501, Sub. No. 1, Frank W. Miller, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 43. Served November 4. Dismissal of 
application for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. 
General commodities, with certain exceptions, between certain 
points in Colorado and Kansas, over specified regular routes. 

MC 71983, Sub. No. 1, Florida Motor Lines Corporation, 
extension of operations. Joint board 205. Served November 4. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
press, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers 
between certain points in Florida, over specified routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 53586, J. L. Wilson, dba J. L. Wilson Transfer Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner Mack Myers. Served 
November 4. Certificate recommended. Continuance of opera- 
tion, household goods, between points in Carter County, Okla., 
on the one hand, and points in Kansas, on the other, over 
irregular routes. 


MC 44527, Reliable Motor Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 4. De- 
nial of application proposed. General commodities, over 
regular and irregular routes, between points in Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York and Rhode Island. 

MC 43183, Sub. No. 1, Atlas Motor Freight Lines, Inc., 
J. B. Couch, receiver, common carrier application. Joint board 
251. Served November 4. Denial for want of prosecution pro- 
posed. General commodities in Oklahoma, Missouri and Illinois, 
between St. Louis and Springfield, Mo., and East St. Louis, 
Ill., and points in Oklahoma, over regular and irregular routes. 

MC 38951, R. J. Oyler and William J. Oyler, common car- 
rier application. Examiner C. C. Henderson. Served Novem- 
ber 4. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, beer, 
Fort Wayne, Ind., and Connellsville, Pa., to Canton, O.; fruits 
and vegetables from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Canton, O.; and fin- 
ished and unfinished steel mill commodities between Canton 
and Massillon O., on the one hand, and Chicago, Ill., Wheeling, 
W. Va., Rochester and Buffalo, N. Y., and points in Indiana and 
certain described areas in Michigan and Pennsylvania, on the 
other, over irregular routes. 

MC 24105, Sub. No. 1, Ross Gentry, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 146. Served November 4. Denial of cer- 
tificate recommended. General commodities, between Lake- 
field, Minn., and points within 50 miles thereof, and points in 
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Minnesota and Iowa, and between St. Paul, Minneapolis, South 
St. Paul and points in Iowa, over irregular routes. 

MC 79114, E. Bobo, dba Georgia-Carolina Motor Express, 
common carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. 
Served November 4. Denial of certificate or permit proposed. 
General commodities between points in Georgia, South Caro- 
lina, North Carolina, Virginia, West Virginia, Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Michigan 
and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

MC F-196, Garden State Lines, purchase, Adolph Hol- 
lander. Joint board 3. Served November 5. Dismissal of ap- 
plication of Garden State Lines, Passaic, N. J., to purchase 
operating rights and property of Adolph Hollander, dba Ridge- 
wood Bus Lines, proposed, operations held not to be subject to 
the Commission’s jurisdiction under section 213. 

MC 95614, J. H. Moore, dba Moore’s Transfer, common 
carrier application. Joint board 28. Served November 5. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods, between McComb, Miss., 
and points in Mississippi within 30 miles thereof and points in 
Amite and Wilkinson counties, Miss., on the one hand, and 
points in Louisiana east of the Mississippi River, on the other. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC F-512, F. W. Strecker and F. W. Strecker, Jr., pur- 
chase, W. C. Berhorst. Joint board 135. Served November 5. 
Recommends approval, purchase, F. W. Strecker and F. W. 
Strecker, Jr., St. Louis, Mo., dba F. W. Strecker Transfer Co., 
of operating rights and property of W. C. Berhorst, dba Alton 
Transport Co. It is provided that the authority herein granted 
shall be subject to such modification as may be necessary in 
the event applicants’ status is found to be that of a contract 
carrier on determination of their “grandfather” application, to 
insure that any dual operating authority which they may hold 
as result of the instant transaction shall be consistent with the 
public interest and with the policy declared in section 202(a) 
of the act, within the meaning of section 210. 

MC 94738, Carl Frederick Finck, dba Finck’s Flower Ex- 
press, common carrier application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. 
Served November 5. Certificate proposed. Cut flowers and 
plants, Bound Brook, N. J., and points within 5 miles thereof, 
to New York, N. Y., and fertilizer, insecticides and materials 
used in marketing flowers and plants, on return, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

‘MC 94608, Otto Brown, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer W. R. Pierce. Served November 5. Certificate recom- 
mended. Soil pipe and fittings, East Greenville and Linfield, 
Pa., to Camden and Riverside, N. J., over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94173, A. De Luxe Coach Service, Inc., common car- 
rier application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. Served November 5. 
Certificate recommended. Passengers and their baggage in 
special or charter parties, consisting of groups of not less than 
15 per sons, between points in Hudson County, N. J., on the 
one hand, and points in New York, Connecticut, Pennsylvania 
and Massachusetts, on the other, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 92031, A. L. Oliver and Bernard Pickrell, dba A. L. 
Pickrell & Sons, common carrier application. Examiner W. R. 
Pierce. Served November 5. Certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities between Fontanelle, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., over a 
specified route, serving intermediate and off-route points within 
a radius of 15 miles of Fontanelle. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

MC 91842, Myron J. Murphy, common carrier application. 
Joint board 45. Served November 5. Applicant’s operation 
proposed to be found that of a contract carrier. Permit pro- 
posed. Plumbing and heating fixtures and supplies between 
Seattle, Wash., and points in Washington and Oregon, over 
irregular routes, and paints from Portland, Ore., to Seattle, 
over U. S. highway 99. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 91416, Alfred Koepper, common carrier application. 
Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 5. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Household goods between points in Westchester 
County, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in New York, Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 89391, Oten Hiatt, common carrier application. Joint 
board 7. Served November 5. Certificate proposed. Passen- 
gers and their baggage, between Mount Airy, N. C., and an 
unnamed point in Virginia located six miles north of the North 
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Carolina-Virginia state line on Virginia highway 679, over a 
specified route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

MC 88915, Stanley F. Heller, extension of operations. Ex- 
aminer G. E. Proudley. Served November 5. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities, Stroudsburg, Pa., and points 
within 25 miles thereof, to points in Pennsylvania, New York, 
New Jersey, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maryland, and Dela- 
ware, within 300 miles of Stroudsburg, and lumber from Cam- 
den, N. J., to Stroudsburg, and points within 25 miles of 
Stroudsburg, over irregular routes. 

MC 88230, Walter Sekula, dba Edwards Express, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 67. Served November 5. 
Denial of permit recommended on finding proposed operations 
to be exempt from regulation under the motor carrier act. 
Applicant sought a permit to transport plumbing supplies and 
canned food products, between points in Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Camden, N. J., over city streets. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

MC 88014, Marco Transfer Co., contract carrier application. 
Examiner I. Freidson. Served November 5. Applicants’ op- 
eration proposed to be found that of a contract carrier. Permit 
proposed. General commodities at New York, N. Y., in pick-up 
and delivery services for line-haul carriers. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 71881, Sub. No. 1, William Jaqua, dba Jaqua Transit 
Lines, common carrier application, embracing also Sub. No. 2 
thereunder, Same, extension of operations. Examiner Herbert 
P. Haley. Served November 5. Certificate proposed in MC 
71881, Sub. No. 1, dressed poultry and eggs, between Tipton, 
Ind., and points within a radius of 50 miles thereof, and certain 
specified points in Pennsylvania, New York, Connecticut, 
New Jersey and Massachusetts, over irregular routes. Cer- 
tificate in MC 71881, Sub. No. 2, linoleum and_ linoleum 
products from Lancaster, Pa., to Logansport, Ind., over ir- 
regular routes. 

MC 71514, Sub. No. 1, Henry Ahrendt, extension of opera- 
tions from Chicago. Joint board 149. Served November 5. 
Denial of application for a permit proposed. Operation by 
applicant in the transportation of railway appliances, within 
Chicago, Ill., and from Chicago to Blue Island, IIl., found not 
to be performed under a common control, management, or 
arrangement for continuous carriage to points without Chicago 
or the Chicago commercial zone, and therefore not subject to 
the provisions of the motor carrier act, except with respect to 
certain provisions of section 204 thereof. 

MC 12071, Flash Express & Storage Co., Inc., broker ap- 
plication. Joint board 205. Served November 5. License pro- 
posed. Household goods and related articles between points 
in Florida and points in other states and the District of 
Columbia. 

MC 590513, McCormick’s Express, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication, embracing also MC 84444, Same, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner A. J. Sullivan. Served November 5. 
Certificate proposed, continuance of operation, waterproofing 
paper, whiting, tanning extract, hides, lime, wool, rugs, cork 
and metal for bearings, between Camden, Delair and Glouces- 
ter, N. J., on the one hand, and points in Pennsylvania within 
30 miles of Philadelphia, Pa., and Wilmington, Del., on the 
other, and general commodities, between Camden and Philadel- 
phia, over irregular routes. Permit recommended, continuance 
of operation, box wood, wall board, foamite, waste paper, 
licorice root, licorice mash, powdered licorice, lincolin, syrup, 
Jacquard board, wood pulp, and supplies and equipment used 
by a licorice manufacturer, except commodities transported in 
its common carrier operation in territory other than between 
Camden and Philadelphia, over irregular routes between Cam- 
den, on the one hand, and points in Pennsylvania within 30 
miles of Philadelphia, and New York and Long Island City, 
N. Y., on the other. The examiner has also recommended that 
applicant’s operation as a contract carrier of general commodi- 
ties between the contiguous municipalities of Camden and 
Philadelphia be found not to require a permit under the pro- 
visions of the motor carrier act. 

MC 94567, Mae Watson, dba Watson’s Auto Express, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 66. Served November 8. 
Certificate proposed. General commodities, over a regular 
route, between Philadelphia, Pa., and Wilmington, Del. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94413, William Harder, common carrier application. 
Joint board 147. Served November 8. Certificate recommended. 
Continuance of operation, live stock between Rock Rapids, Ia., 
and vicinity, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., and Sioux 
City, Ia., on the other, over specified routes; and live stock 
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and agricultural commodities between all points within 25 
miles of Rock Rapids, over irregular routes. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 93797, Robert and Francis Chambers, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served November 8. Certificate 
recommended. Farm machinery and live stock, Missouri Valley, 
Ia., and points within 10 miles thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and 
specific commodities in the reverse direction, over a specified 
route. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 91505, Alfred Lederer, contract carrier application. 
Examiner W. R. Pierce. Served November 8. Permit pro- 
posed. Paint, varnishes, and paint materials, between points 
in New York and New Jersey within 25 miles of the city hall 
in New York City, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

MC 91281, Charley Clarence Jarrels, common carrier 
application. Examiner A. E. Borrough. Served November 8. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between points in 
Raleigh, Mercer and Wyoming counties, W. Va., on the one 
hand, and points in Virginia, North Carolina and Kentucky, on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 91406, Walter Gemza, common carrier application. 
Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operation, household goods between 
Bridgeport, Conn., and points within 10 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points in Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, and Rhode Island, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 90949, Vernie H. Goforth, common carrier application. 
Joint board 245. Served November 8. Denial for want of prose- 
cution proposed. General commodities between points in West 
Virginia and Virginia, over irregular routes. 

MC 88821, Ross Labart, common carrier application. Joint’ 
board 125. Served November 8. Denial of certificate proposed. 
Motion picture film, projection room equipment, motion pic- 
ture screens, repair parts for theatre equipment, repair parts 
for theatre seats, theatre tickets, advertising material or- 
dinarily used in advertising motion pictures, and newspapers, 
between Denver, Colo., and Tucumcari, Albuquerque and Cimar- 
ron, N. M., and intermediate points, over specified regular 
routes. 

MC 88171, James Inman, common carrier application. Joint 
board 9. Served November 8. Certificate recommended. House- 
hold goods between Midland, Mich., on the one hand, and 
points in Ohio and Indiana, on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 88088, Martin A. Grieser, dba Martin Grieser Trucker, 
common carrier application. Joint board 169. Served Novem- 
ber 8. Certificate proposed. Building materials, customarily 
handled by retail lumber yards, from Clarkston, Wash., in- 
cluding Lewiston, Ida., to Genesee, Ida., and points and places 
within 10 miles of Genesee over Washington highway 3, U. S. 
highway 95 and unnumbered roads; sand and gravel from 
Clarkson to Genesee and points and places within 10 miles 
thereof over the described route; grain and seed, presto-logs, 
and blacksmith coal from Lewiston to Genesee and points 
and places within 10 miles thereof over such heretofore de- 
scribed route; and farm products and live stock from Genesee 
and points and places within 10 miles thereof to Lewiston over 
unnumbered roads, U. S. highway 95 and Washington highway 
3. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

MC 62538, Loyal M. Morgan, contract application. Joint 
board 125. Served November 8. Permit proposed. Flour, grain, 
mill feeds, beans, and peas, in truckloads minimum weight 
10,000 pounds, Monte Vista, Colo., to points in New Mexico, 
with no transportation for compensation from New Mexico 
points to Monte Vista. 

MC 60012, Sub. No. 3, Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., Salt 
Lake City-Park City extension. Joint board 207. Served 
November 8. Certificate proposed. General commodities be- 
tween Salt Lake City and Park City, Utah, over a specified 
route, serving all intermediate points. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

MC 59006, H. E. Bellomy and T. W. Bellomy, dba Bellomy 
Bros. Trucking Co., common carrier application. Examiner 
Mack Myers. Served November 8. Certificate recommended. 
Continuance of operations, general commodities, between cer- 
tain points in Oklahoma, Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, and 
Texas, over irregular routes. 

MC 50050, Sub. No. 1, H. H. Edwards, extension of opera- 
tions. Joint board 31. Served November 8. Permit proposed. 
Petroleum prodcts, in bulk, Superior, Neb., to Holyoke, Flem- 
ing, Sterling, Lliff, and Greeley, Colo. 
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MC 44047, Clifford J. Beatty, common carrier application. 
Examiner C. E. Brooks. Served November 8. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Applicant sought a permit or certifi- 
cate to transport general commodities between Albany, Schenec- 
tady, Troy, and New York, N. Y., Bridgeport, Conn., Burling- 
ton, Vt., Springfield and Boston, Mass., and points in New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. 

MC 21346, H. D. Briggs, dba Briggs Transfer Co., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 55190, Oscar O. Lovlien, 
contract carrier application; MC 77541, H. D. Briggs, dba 
Briggs Transfer Co., common carrier application; and MC 21346, 
Sub. No. 2, G. J. Lovlien, common carrier application. Joint 
board 141. Served November 8. Certificate proposed in MC 
21346 and MC 77541 to continue operations, general commodi- 
ties, with certain exceptions, between Hixton and Pigeon Falls, 
Wis., over a regular route serving all intermediate points, in 
MC 21346 and MC 77541. Denial of application for a permit or 
certificate proposed in MC 55190, general commodities be- 
tween specified towns in Trempealeau county, Wis., on the 
one hand, and St. Paul, Minn., Milwaukee, Wis., and Chicago, 
Ill., on the other, over irregular routes. Dismissal of applica- 
tion in MC 21346, Sub. No. 2, proposed at request of applicant. 

MC 19531, C. E. Collins, contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer G. P. Werner. Served November 8. Dismissal of 
application for a permit proposed at request of applicant. 
Household goods, Athens, O., to points in Indiana, Illinois, Ohio, 
Michigan, Kentucky, Pennsylvania and West Virginia, over 
irregular routes. 

_ MC 14183, Werden Barringham, contract carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner R. J. Burns. Served November 8. Applicant’s 
operations proposed to be found those of a common carrier. 
Certificate proposed, continuance of operations, specified com- 
modities between points in Connecticut, on the one hand, and 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey and New York, on the 
other, over regular and irregular routes. 

MC 1291, Edward R. Fowkes, common carrier application. 
Joint board 136. Served November 8. Denial of certificate 
proposed. General commodities, Omaha, Neb., and Sioux City, 
Ia., to Chicago, Ill., over specified routes. 

MC 1187, Cushman Motor Delivery Co., common carrier 
application. Examiner L. A. Van Dyke, Jr. Served November 
8. Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, general 
commodities, over specified routes, between points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio and Kentucky, certain points in com- 
mercial and suburban areas of Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee, Wis., 
Indianapolis, Ind., Dayton and Cincinnati, O., and Detroit, 
Mich., and points in Ohio and Illinois, over irregular routes. 

MC 88380, Sub. No. 1, O. L. Harvey, dba O. L. Harvey 
Truck Service extension of operations. Examiner Mack Myers. 
Served November 8. Denial of certificate proposed. Oil field 
equipment and supplies between points in Oklahoma, Kansas, 
Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana and New Mexico, over irregular 
routes. According to the report, the record revealed that there 
were many carriers transporting oil field equipment in the 
territory embraced by the application. 

MC 86966, Howard Fisher, contract carrier application. 
Examiner G. P. Werner. Served November 8. Denial of permit 
proposed. Steel and steel products between points in New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, over irregular routes. 

MC 59894, Claude B. Olney, common carrier application, 
Lordsburg-Tucson extension. Joint board 129. Served November 
8. On further hearing, certificate proposed. Continuance of op- 
eration, general commodities, except liquids, in bulk, nitro- 
glycerine, highly explosive acids, single pieces too large for 
safe operation, and household goods as described in Classifica- 
tion of Motor Carriers of Property, 2 M. C. C. 703, and, in- 
cluding refrigerated truck service on perishable commodities, 
between Lordsburg, N. M., and Tucson, Ariz., including inter- 
mediate points over a specified route. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 94470, Wm. Sparks and Ivan Sparks, dba W. Sparks 
and Son, common carrier application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. 
Served November 9. Certificate proposed. Household goods, 
between the international boundary near Ogdensburg, Niagara 
Falls, and Buffalo, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in New 
York, Massachusetts, and the District of Columbia, on the 
other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 94088, H. Farfel & Son, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 67. Served November 9. Permit recommended. 
Manufactured paper products, Thomson and Victory Mills, 
N. Y., to Scranton, Pa., and points in southeastern Pennsylvania 
on and east of the Schuylkill River, Camden, and Trenton, 
N. J., New York, N. Y., and northern New Jersey points within 
30 miles of Manhattan Island, N. Y., and waste materials in 
the reverse direction, over irregular routes. 

MC 93816, Howard Price, common carrier application. 
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Joint board 292. Served November 9. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. General commodities between points in 
West Virginia, Virginia and North Carolina, over irregular 
routes. 

MC 93289, Angelo Bonzi, Jr., common carrier application. 
Examiner R. J. Burns. Served November 9. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operation, household goods between 
Guilford, Conn., on the one hand, and points in New York and 
New Jersey, on the other, over irregular routes. 

MC 91392, Cora Kirk, common carrier application. Joint 
board 118. Served November 9. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. General commodities between points in West Virginia, 
over irregular routes. 

MC 89513, Harry S. Foreman, contract carrier application. 
Joint board 199. Served November 9. Permit proposed. Petro- 
leum products, in tank trucks, within a radius of 150 miles from 
Wilmington, Del., to points in Pennsylvania and Maryland over 
irregular routes. The joint board said that the recommendation 
did not include points in Delaware, the applicant having 
amended his application so as to exclude those points. 

MC 89120, Harry E. Stewart, common carrier application. 
Joint board 45. Served November 9. Certificate recommended. 
Grain, grain products, flour, and salt, in truckloads only, be- 
tween points in Walla Walla county, Wash., and Umatilla 
county, Ore., over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 86964, M. H. Behner, contract carrier application. Ex- 
aminer G. P. Werner. Served November 9. Denial of permit 
proposed. General commodities between points in New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, over irregular routes. 

MC 80920, Roscoe E. Burch, common carrier application. 
Joint board 126. Served November 9. Denial for want of prose- 
cution proposed. General commodities, between Denver, Canon 
City, and Eads, Colo., over irregular routes. 

MC 73319, George C. Ludwig, common carrier application. 
Examiner C. I. Kephart. Served November 9. Certificate recom- 
mended. Continuance of operation, household goods over ir- 
regular routes between points in Chautauqua county, N. Y., 
north of New York highway 17 and points in Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, and New Jersey. 

MC 30804, Sub. No. 1, Jack Perry, extension of operations. 
Joint board 126. Served November 9. Denial of application for 
a certificate proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Denver and Fort Collins, Colo., and all intermediate 
points, over U. S. highway 87, between Denver and Pueblo, 
Colo., without serving any intermediate points, over U. S. 
highway 85, and between Pueblo and Holly, Colo., and all inter- 
mediate points, over U. S. highway 50. 

MC 69226, Roemer Brothers Trucking Co., Inc., contract 
carrier application. Examiner R. J. Flood, Jr. Served Novem- 
ber 9. Permit proposed. Continuance of operation, coke and 
the direct products of coal between Clifton, Kearney, and 
Newark, N. J., on the one hand, and points within a radius of 
40 miles from Clifton, Kearney or Newark, N. J., on the other; 
forest products, lumber, and building woodwork between New- 
ark, N. J., and points in New York and New Jersey within a 
radius of 20 miles of Newark, on the one hand, and points 
within a radius of 175 miles of Newark, on the other; ship 
stores and supplies from Newark, N. J., to Portsmouth, R. L, 
Boston, Mass., Brooklyn, N. Y., Philadelphia, Pa., and Balti- 
more, Md.; pig iron from Newark to points in New Jersey and 
New York within a radius of 30 miles of Newark, and malt 
alcoholic beverages, containers, and all brewery supplies, raw 
materials, machinery and equipment, including tavern supplies, 
between Newark, and points in Connecticut, Delaware, Massa- 
chusetts, Maryland, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and the District of Columbia. 

MC 35903, James A. Meader and Jack Weber, common 
carrier application. Examiner John Cunningham. Served No- 
vember 9. Certificate proposed, continuance of operation, 
household goods between Dubuque, Ia., and points in Illinois 
and Minnesota, over irregular routes. Permit proposed, con- 
tinuance of operation, plumbing supplies, Dubuque to Des 
Moines, Ia.; mustard, vinegar, and spices, Dubuque to Free- 
port, Ill.; and fibre and corrugated boxes, Rockford, IIl., to 
Centerville, Creston, Des Moines, Iowa Falls, Keokuk, Mason 
City, Ottumwa, and Waterloo, Ia., over irregular routes. 

MC 21586, Blue Way Trailways, Inc., broker application. 
Joint board 22. Served November 9. License recommended. 
Persons, baggage, express, and newspapers, at Lowell and 
Springfield, Mass., Hartford and New Haven, Conn. 

MC 22291, Stephen De Vries, common carrier application. 
Examiner John Cunningham. Served November 9. Certificate 
proposed. Continuance of operation, paints, oils, glass, and 
painters’ supplies, Chicago, Ill., to Orange City, Ia., and house- 
hold goods between points in Iowa and South Dakota, and be- 
tween points in those states, on the one hand, and points in Illi- 
nois, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, New York, and Wiscon- 
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sin, over irregular routes; also automobile parts, supplies and 
accessories, refrigerators, paints, and such merchandise as is 
dealt in by wholesale and. retail hardware business houses, 
Chicago to Cherokee, Emmetsburg, Le Mars, Sheldon, Sioux 
City, Spencer, and Storm Lake, Ia., over irregular routes. 

MC 21279, Rawding Lines, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner T. B. Johnston. Served November 9. Opera- 
tions of applicant proposed to be found to be special and char- 
ter operations within the meaning of section 207 (a). Certifi- 
cate recommended. Continuance of operations, passengers and 
their baggage, in special operations on round-trip sightseeing 
or pleasure tours from Boston, Mass., to points in the middle 
Atlantic states and New England, and in charter operations 
between Boston and points in Connecticut, New Hampshire 
and Rhode Island; also passengers and their baggage in spe- 
cial operations on round-trip sightseeing or pleasure tours 
from Boston to points in New England and Canada, and 
return, over irregular routes. 

MC 16800, D. W. Dunn Storage Co., broker application. 
Joint board 231. Served November 9. Denial of application 
for license proposed. Applicant’s operations consisting of those 
incidental to conduct of general warehouse business at Boston, 
Mass., proposed to be found not to be those of a broker. 

MC 15896, O. K. Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier 
application. Examiner Mack Myers. Served November 9. 
Certificate recommended. Continuance of operation, household 
goods, office furniture, and store fixtures between McAlester, 
Okla., and points within 30 miles thereof, and points in Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Kansas and 
Illinois, over irregular routes. 

MC 12130, Lloyd James Varco, dba Varco Truck Broker- 
age, broker application. Joint board 80. Served November 9. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Applicant, located 
at Yakima, Wash., sought a license to arrange for the trans- 
portation of general commodities. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 6554, Sub. No. 1, Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., Mobile 
extension. Examiner Richard Yardley. Served November 9. 
Denial of certificate proposed. General commodities, between 
Montgomery and Mobile, Ala., and Montgomery and Pensacola, 
Fla., over a specified route. 

MC 1940, Blue Way Trailways, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 191. Served November 9. Certificate 
proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and light express, 
mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, be- 
tween certain points in New York, Connecticut, and Massa- 
chusetts, over specified routes. 

MC 59836, Blue Way Transit Lines, Inc., common carrier 
application. Examiner Paul R. Naefe. Served November 9. 
Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, passengers and 
their baggage, and light express, mail, and newspapers in the 
seme vehicle with passengers, between certain points in Massa- 
chusetts and Connectciut, over specified routes. 

MC F-288, Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., purchase, Southern 
Passenger Motor Lines, Inc., embracing also MC F-297, Vir- 
ginia Stage Lines, Inc., purchase, W. B. Jenkins. Joint board 
104. Served November 9. Recommends approval, purchase 
by Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., of certain operating rights and 
property of Southern Passenger Motor Lines, Inc. Dismissal of 
the application of Virginia Stage Lines, Inc., to purchase 
operating rights and property of W. B. Jenkins, dba Freder- 
icksburg-Winchester Bus Line, proposed. 

MC F-605, Merchants’ Forwarding Co., purchase, Charles 
L. Miller, Examiner A. Henry Walter. Served November 9. 
Recommends approval, purchase by Merchants’ Forwarding 
Co., Detroit, Mich., of operating rights of Charles Lester Miller, 
Columbus, O., dba C. L. Miller Feed & Transfer Co. It is 
provided that the authority herein granted shall be subject 
to such further modification as may be necessary, following 
determination of the “grandfather” applications filed by appli- 
cant and vendor, to insure that the operations of applicant and 
its subsidiary, National Transit Corporation, over the same 
routes or within the same territory, in so far as affected by 
the instant transaction, are consistent with the public interest 
and with the policy declared in section 202(a) within the mean- 
ing of section 210. 

MC F-450, Powell Brothers Investment Co., Inc., control, 
Southern Freight Lines, Inc., Examiner Robert R. Hendon. 
Served November 9. Recommends approval, acquisition by 
Powell Bros. Investment Co., Inc., Springfield, Mo., of control 
of Southern Freight Lines, Inc., by purchase of capital stock. 

MC F-281, Howe Brothers, Inc., purchase, George Rees. 
Examiner John S. Higgins. Served November 9. Dismissal 
of application of Howe Bros., Inc., Cincinnati, O., for authority 
to purchase operating rights of George Rees, dba Beck Motor 
Express, Norwood, O., proposed. 

MC 95248, V. E. Hannum, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served November 10. Certificate recom- 
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mended. Live stock, Boone, Ia., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and live stock, building materials, 
feed, farm machinery, and petroleum products in containers in 
the opposite direction, over a regular route. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 95171, Clarence Luckey, common carrier application. 
Joint board 67. Served November 10. Certificate recommended. 
Milk in containers, and empty containers, over irregular routes, 
between Pen Argyl, Pa., and New York, N. Y. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 95111, William E. Post, contract carrier application. 
Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 10. Permit pro- 
posed. Potatoes, Freehold and Tennent, N. J., to Philadelphia, 
Pa., and New York, N. Y. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 95094, Carl Herbert Roden, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 67. Served November 10. Certificate pro- 
posed. Household goods between Scranton, Pa., and points 
within 10 miles of Scranton, on the one hand, and points in 
New Jersey and New York, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 94714, Fred J. Jones, common carrier application. 
Examiner L. R. Conley. Served November 10. Certificate 
recommended. Household goods, over irregular routes, between 
points in Clay county, Ia., on the one hand, and points in Min- 
nesota, South Dakota and Nebraska, on the other, and general 
commodities between points in Spencer, Ia. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

MC 94038, Harry Hanson, Jr., common carrier applica- 
tion. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served November 10. Certificate 
proposed. Household goods between Bridgeport, Conn., and 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and points in 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, and 
Rhode Island, on the other. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

MC 93461, David Sabini, Joseph Sabini, and John Sabini, 
dba Sabini’s, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. 
Conley. Served November 10. Certificate recommended. House- 
hold goods between Stamford, Conn., and points within 15 
miles of Stamford, on the one hand, and points in New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts and Rhode Island, 
on the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

MC 92193, Angelo Rivas and George Cerny, common car- 
rier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served November 
10. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between New York, 
N. Y., and points in Westchester county, N. Y., on the one 
hand, and points in New Jersey, Connecticut, New York, and 
Pennsylvania, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 90729, Harry E. Edwards, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served November 10. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock, Massena, Ia., and points within 10 miles 
thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and agricultural implements and 
parts, live stock, lumber and building material, _feeds, and 
hay on return trips, over irregular routes. Modified proce- 
dure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 89232, Frank P. Riddle, common carrier application— 
passengers. Joint board 174. Served November 10. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Passengers and their baggage and light 
express, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers, between Mountain Home, Ida., and Rio Tinto, Nev., 
over a specified route including intermediate points. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC 89196, Fred Schwant, dba Schwant’s Transfer, common 
carrier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served 
November 10. Denial of certificate proposed. General com- 
modities between Winner, S. D., and specified area in South 
Dakota, on the one hand, and points and places in South Da- 
kota, Nebraska, and Iowa, on the other. 

MC 89141, Frank P. Riddle, common carrier application— 
property. Joint board 174. Served November 10. Denial of 
certificate recommended. General commodities over a speci- 
fied route between Mountain Home, Ida., and Rio Tinto, Nev. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

MC 89112, Tarley B. Bell, common carrier application. 
Joint board 37. Served November 10. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities, except those not suitable for transpor- 
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tation in an ordinary truck and except household movings other 
than individual pieces of household furniture and furnishings 
when crated, between Cincinnati, O., on the one hand, and 
Germantown, Ky., and points within five miles of German- 
town, on the other, over Kentucky highway 10. 

MC 88529, G. E. Ledford, common carrier application. 
Joint board 36. Served November 10. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Live stock, LaHarpe, Kan., and points 
within 15 miles thereof to Kansas City, Mo., and return of 
feed, agricultural implements and grain to points in that area 
over regular routes. 

MC 86206, Eli Cartwright, dba Interstate Furniture Movers, 
common carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
November 10. Certificate recommended. Household goods, and 
office furnishings, between Chicago, Ill., on the one hand, and 
all points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, 
Indiana, Ohio, and Michigan, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

MC 82090, Sub. No. 1, Robert J. Kirby, extension of .opera- 
tions. Examiner F. W. Denniston, Jr. Served November 10. 
Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed at request 
of applicant. General commodities between points in Delaware, 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, over irregular routes. 

MC 76267, Sub. No. 1, Merchants Motor Freight, Inc., 
Moline-Des Moines extension. Joint board 54. Served No- 
vember 10. Certificate recommended. General commodities, 
with exceptions, Moline and Rock Island, Ill., to Des Moines, 
Ia., and between Moline and Rock Island, on the one hand, and 
Homestead, Ia., on the other, over specified routes. 

MC 73691, Sub. No. 1, Gray’s Transportation Co., Inc., 
extension of operations. Joint board 69. Served November 10. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Applicant sought a 
certificate to transport general commodities in Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, and Maine, between Boston, Cambridge and 
Somerville, Mass., and Albion, Auburn, Bangor, Fairfield, 
Farmington, Fryeburg, Norway, Skowhegan, Unity, Pittsfield 
and Detroit, Me., over irregular and regular routes. 

MC 73501, Sub. No. 2, Frank W. Miller, extension of opera- 
tions to Sugar City. Joint board 43. Served November 10. 
Certificate recommended. Sugar, Sugar City, Colo., to Colby, 
Goodland, and Oakley, Kan., over described routes. 


MC 29791, Shipman Bros. Transfer Co., contract carrier 
application. Joint board 175. Served November 10. Permit 
recommended. On further hearing previous finding that ap- 
plicants had established rights to continue operation as a con- 
tract carrier over specified routes of dairy products from 
Jerome and Twin Falls, Ida., to Los Angeles, Calif.; burlap 
bags, Los Angeles, Calif., to Twin Falls; and canned goods, 
dried fruits, soap and cleaning compounds, Los Angeles and 
certain other California points to Twin Falls and Pocatello, 
Ida., by reason of having been engaged in such operations on 
July 1, 1935, and continuously since, affirmed. Exceptions, if 
any, must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 


MC 26519, Sub. No. 1, Wheeler Transportation Co., com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 96. Served November 
10. Dismissal of application for a certificate proposed at re- 
quest of applicant. General commodities between Menasha and 
Shebgoygan, Wis. 

MC 19454, Sub. No. 1, Nellie Grimmett, trustee for Cole- 
Weimer Freight Lines, extension of operations—intermediate 
points. Joint board 172. Served November 10. Dismissal of 
application for a certificate proposed at request of applicant. 
General commodities, intermediate points between Boardman 
and La Grande, Ore., over U. S. highway 30. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 25 days from date of service. 


MC 1534, Sub. No. 4, O. C. Stinson, Dodge City-Garden 
City extension. Joint board 52. Served November 10. Permit 
proposed. Beer, Dodge City to Garden City, Kan., and the 
return of empty containers over U. S. highway 50S, in exten- 
sion of service previously authorized from St. Joseph, Mo., to 
Dodge City. 

MC F-560, Pacific Freight Lines, control, Universal Inter- 
state Freight, Inc. Joint board 167. Served November 10. 
Recommends approval, acquisition by Pacific Freight Lines, 
Los Angeles, Calif., of control of Universal Interstate Freight, 
Inc., by purchase of capital stock. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 25 days from date of service. 

MC F-553, Bowen Motor Coaches, purchase, L. H. Creamer, 
embracing also MC F-571, Bowen Motor Coaches, merger, Fort 
Worth-Corsicana-Mexia Coaches, Inc. Joint board 77. Served 
November 10. Recommends approval, purchase by Bowen 
Motor Coaches, Fort Worth, Tex., of operating rights of L. H. 
Creamer, dba ‘Creamer Stage Lines, and merger into Bowen 
Motor Coaches of operating rights and property of Fort Worth- 
Corsicana-Mexia Coaches, Inc. 
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MC F-227, Rhode Island Motor Transportation Co., pur- 
chase, South County Transportation Co. (Joseph A. Monahan, 
receiver). Joint board 18. Served November 10. Recommends 
approval, purchase by Rhode Island Motor Transportation Co., 
Providence, R. IL., of certain operating rights of South County 
Transportation Co. 

MC 11321, The A. B. Peek Co., broker application, em- 
bracing also MC 32539, Same, common carrier application; MC 
66625, Same, contract carrier application; MC 5402, Jackson 
Motor Freight Transportation, Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 65664, The Watson Transfer Co., common car- 
rier application. Joint board 117. Served November 10. De- 
nial of license and permit proposed on finding Peek company’s 
operations under MC 11321 and MC 66625 not subject to the 
motor carrier act. Dismissal of application in MC 32539 pro- 
posed at request of applicant. Certificate proposed, Jackson 
Motor Freight Transportation, Inc., continuance of operation, 
general commodities, in truck loads, between Toledo and Nor- 
walk, O., over a regular route, serving intermediate and off- 
route points. Certificate proposed, Watson Transfer Co., con- 
tinuance of operation, general commodities, with exceptions, 
between Cleveland and Elyria, O., over a regular route, serving 
intermediate and off-route points. 

MC 23438, Lehigh Transportation Co., Inc., contract car- 
rier application, embracing also MC 29747, Same, common 
carrier application. Examiner W. A. Hill. Served November 
10. Certificate proposed, continuance of operation, general 
commodities, with exceptions, over irregular routes between 
certain points in and portions of New Jersey and New York. 
Denial of permit recommended for dual operation by applicant 
as a common and contract carrier of general commodities over 
the same routes or within the same territory. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 

MC F-724. Walde Peterson, Inc., Jamestown, N. Y., asks authority 
to acquire through purchase certificate MC 21698 of Frank H. Garber, 
dba F. H. Garber Motor Express; and to operate immediately over 
all the routes. 

MC F-717. Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., Houston, Tex., 
asks authority to purchase interstate common carrier trucking rights 
of Alvin Franklin Steele, dba A. F. Steele Truck Line. 

MC F-718. Missouri Pacific Freight Transport Co., Houston, Tex., 
asks authority to purchase interstate common carrier trucking rights 
of W. H. Powell, dba Freeport-Houston Truck Line. 

MC F-719. Henry S. Gottfried, Cleveland, O., asks authority to ac- 
quire control of the Floral City Trucking Co. through purchase of its 
stock. 

MC F-720. George Kimbel, Cape Girardeau, Mo., and N. F. Schil- 
ling, West Memphis, Tenn., each ask authority to acquire 40 per cent 
of the stock of the Arkansas-Louisiana Motor Freight, Inc. Also ap- 
plicants ask authority to effectuate the control and management in a 
common interest of George Kimbel Truck Line, Inc., and the Arkansas- 
Louisiana Motor Freight, Inc. 

MC F-721. The Transport Corporation of Virginia, Blackstone, Va., 
asks authority to purchase operating rights of the Virginia Transpor- 
tation Co., Inc., Richmond, Va.; and for temporary operating authority 
for a period not to exceed 180 days. 

MC F-714. Ernest Capitani, Jersey City, N. J., asks authority to 
acquire control of Jersey City-Keansburg Transit Lines, Inc., through 
ownership of its stock. 

MC F-715. Ernest Capitani, Jersey City, N. J., 
acquire control of Tappan & Nyack Bus Co., 
its stock. 

MC F-713. Supplemental application of Case Driveway, Inc., 
Southern Motor Transport, Inc., Huntington, W. Va., 
consolidate and merge. 

MC F-716. Wilson Motor Lines, Inc., Cleveland, O., asks authority 
to purchase operating rights of C. K. Thomas, dba Henry Motor 
Freight Co. 

Finance No. 12232. Apalachicola Northern Railroad Co. asks au- 
thority to construct an extension to its existing lines with a public 
warehouse at Port St. Joe, Gulf county, Fla., something more than a 
mile long. 

MC F-722. Carl H. Vollmerding, Cavin Stuart, and Louis Rappe- 
port, Indianapolis, Ind., ask authority to acquire control of Smock 
Motor Express, Inc., through ownership of its stock. 

MC F-723. Cincinnati, Newport & Covington Railway Co., Cov- 
ington, Ky., an urban transportation company operating street cars, 
trolley coaches and gas busses, asks authority to purchase the entire 
capital stock of the Dixie Traction Co., Inc., for $175,000. 


asks authority to 
through ownership of 


and 
for authority to 


COMMINGLING CARS IN DEMURRAGE 


Counsel of the National Industrial Traffic League has been 
directed by the executive committee to intervene in No. 28035, 
M. D. Friedman Co., Inc., vs. C. & O., in which the examiner 
recommended that intrastate and interstate cars should not be 
commingled in one demurrage average agreement account. A 
petition of intervention on behalf of the League has been filed 
and the time for filing exceptions in this proceeding has been 
extended from November 7 to December 7. This subject, said 
E. F. Lacey, executive secretary, would come up for further 
consideration at the annual meeting of the League in New 
York November 17 and 18 (see Traffic World, Oct. 29, p. 877). 
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MILWAUKEE REORGANIZATION 


A reorganization of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific which would reduce the present capitalization of $857,- 
634,977 to $631,010,668 is recommended by Examiner M. S. 
Jameson in a proposed report in Finance No. 10882, the pro- 
ceeding in which the issue is as to how the affairs of that com- 
pany shall be rearranged and placed in the hands of a new 
company or in a reorganized corporation to take the place of 
the present one. 

Under the Jameson plan the common stock would be 
wiped out as valueless and the holders of the preferred stock 
would receive warrants under which they would be privileged 
to buy shares to no-par common stock. 

Also under that plan the Chicago, Terre Haute & South- 
eastern, the stock control of which is in the hands of the 
Milwaukee and the physical property is held under a 999-year 
lease, would be consolidated with the parent company. 

The examiner also recommends the setting up of a reserve 
and retirement funds, to be used in connection with the pur- 
chase of equipment, improvement of equipment; and an addi- 
tions and betterments fund to be used primarily for additions 
and betterments to roadway and structures. 

Under the recommended plan the annual charges would 
be reduced from $34,819,670 to $30,747,554, of which $5,621,315 
would be contingent. The estimate of annual charges includes 
items of $5,433,798 as dividends on preferred stock and $10,- 
203,249 on common. The fixed interest would be only $3,864,602. 

The final rate-making value of the combined common car- 
rier properties as found by the Commission was $621,338,759, 
as of June 30, 1918. To that, Examiner Jameson said, the 
debtor added additions and betterments made since valuation 
date to make a total of $728,446,507. On brief the debtor, 
according to the report, asserted that the valuation brought 
down to the end of 1937, was $735,703,231. 


Under the examiner’s plan the present fixed interest debt, 
including $118,775,714, would be reduced from $620,921,677 to 
$105,895,179; a contingent interest debt of $124,918,119 would 
be created, there being no debt of that sort at present; the 
present preferred stock would be reduced from $119,307,300 to 
$108,675,970; and common stock, taken at $100 a share, would 
be increased from $117,406,000 to $291,521,400. 


Annual charges applicable to the present capital structure 
and those under the recommended plan would be: Fixed inter- 
est, on principal only, a reduction from $23,606,098 to $3,864,602; 
additions to the betterments fund, $5,000,000, one half of that 
sum being discretionary; sinking fund payments would be re- 
duced from $1,139,000 to $624,590; dividends on preferred 
stock, a reduction from $5,965,365 to $5,433,799; and dividends 
of common stock at $3.50 a share would be increased from 
$4,109,670 to $10,203,249, if earned. 

The plan calls for leaving undisturbed $28,760,711 of equip- 
ment obligations, the maturity of part of which would be 
extended; the issuance of first mortgage 3.5 per cent first 
mortgage bonds of $77,134,468; general mortgage 4.5 per cent 
series A bonds totaling $79,857,548; of general mortgage 4.5 
per cent series B, convertible bonds totaling $45,060,571; pre- 
ferred 5 per cent stock, totaling $108,675,970; common, no-par 
stock, 2,915,214 shares; and warrants expressed in shares of 
no-par stock, totaling $596,536. 


The proposed issues are to be allocated, for the following 
purposes: Reconstruction Finance loans amounting to $13,210,- 
463; first mortgage 3.5 per cent bonds for fifty per cent of the 
claim and for the other fifty per cent the corporation is to 
receive 4.5 per cent general mortgage 4.5 per cent bonds; to 
the holders of Terre Haute bonds, totaling $21,929,000, fifty 
per cent in 3.5 first mortgage bonds and fifty per cent in 4.5 
per cent general mortgage bonds; to the holders of Milwaukee 
Northern first mortgage bonds totaling $2,117,000, fifty per cent in 
first mortgage and fifty per cent in general mortgage, series A 
bonds; to holders of $5,319,260 of Milwaukee Northern con- 
solidated mortgage bonds, thirty per cent in first mortgage 
bonds, thirty per cent in general mortgage series A bonds, 
twenty per cent in general mortgage series B bonds and twenty 
per cent in preferred stock; to holders of general mortgage 
bonds totaling $156,368,193, thirty per cent in first mortgage 
bonds, thirty per cent of series A general mortgage bonds 
and twenty per cent in preferred stock; to holders of fifty-year 
mortgage bonds, totaling $127,230,802, are to be given ten per 
cent in series A general mortgage bonds, ten per cent in series 
B general mortgage bonds and 60 per cent in preferred stock; 
Gary first mortgage bondholders, for their claims totaling 
$3,562,748 are to be given 100 per cent of common no-par stock, 
35,625 shares; holders of adjustment mortgage bonds, totaling 
$262,423,748 are to receive 100 per cent in 2,624,237 shares no- 
par common stock; holders of unsecured claims are to receive 
twenty per cent in 890 shares of no-par stock; and the holders 
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of 119,307,300 shares of preferred stock are to receive 596,536 
warrants, expressed in shares of no-par common stock. 

The examiner said that all existing mortgages secured by 
liens on the properties of the debtor, including the Milwaukee 
Northern, and the Gary lines, other than equipment obligations, 
should be canceled and discharged, and all bonds issued under 
such mortgages, whether pledged or in the possession of the 
debtor, should be canceled. 

Speaking of suggestions that reorganization of the Mil- 
waukee be put off, the examiner says a refusal by the Com- 
mission to approve any plan until present uncertainties are 
largely resolved and the earning power of the system is stabil- 
ized would be to delay the reorganization indefinitely. None 
of the parties, says he, has attempted to predict a time or 
describe the conditions when the making of a plan would be 
considered proper. The present proceeding, he added, had been 
pending for more than three years, and, under any circum- 
stances, could not be concluded in the immediate future. Ad- 
vantage, said he, should be taken of the progress so far made 
in the devising of a plan by providing one that would serve as a 
basis for the company’s financial structure for the indefinite 
future. 


R. I. AND L. & A, MERGERS 


Subject to conditions intended to save displaced employes 
from financial loss, the Commission, by division 4, in Finance 
No. 11847, Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co. trustees’ 
lease, has approved and authorized lease by the trustees of that 
carrier, of the properties of the Chicago, Rock Island & Gulf, 
of which they are also trustees. Issuance of an order has been 
withheld pending acceptance of the conditions. 

Similarly, in Finance No. 11844, Louisiana & Arkansas 
Railway Co. et al. merger, etc., embracing also Finance No. 
11863, Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Co. bonds, the Commis- 
sion has approved and authorized acquisition by the Louisiana 
& Arkansas of control of the Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas Rail- 
way Co. by acceptance of the latter’s capital stock, and merger 
of the properties of both corporations into the Louisiana & 
Arkansas for operation, management and operation. In addi- 
tion it has authorized the Louisiana & Arkansas to procure the 
authentication and delivery of not exceeding $850,000 of first 
mortgage 5 per cent bonds, series C, in connection with the 
merger of the properties of the two companies, the bonds to 
be held in the treasury subject to the further orders of the 
Commission. Issuance of an appropriate order has been with- 
held pending acceptance of the labor conditions. 

Closely related to the last mentioned case was a fifth sup- 
plemental report in No. 12964, Consolidation of Railroads, in 
which the Commission, also by division 4, modified its plan 
for the consolidation of railroads, prescribed in 159 I. C. C. 522, 
so as to assign the Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas to system No. 
19, Rock Island-Frisco, instead of to system No. 10, built 
around the Illinois Central. Thereby it put the L. A. & T., 
formerly the Louisiana Railway & Navigation Co. of Texas, 
into the system to which, in the original report, the Louisiana 
& Arkansas now the owner of the former Louisiana Railway & 
Navigation, was assigned. 

The labor protection phase of the subject overshadowed 
others in the two merger and lease cases. The labor condi- 
tions prescribed brought a dissenting view from Commissioner 
Mahaffie, not on the merits of the conditions, but on the ques- 
tion of the authority of the Commission to prescribe them. 

“Had we jurisdiction over such matters of social welfare 
we well might make them more comprehensive,” said he. “I 
think it is a bad and dangerous policy for a commission, such 
as this, to undertake to regulate matters of social welfare with- 
out clear statutory authority. Such a policy can lead only 
to confusion and misunderstanding.” 

Conditions imposed beyond the Commission’s authority, 
he pointed out, were of no effect, citing in support of that, 
United States vs. C. M. St. P. & P., 282 U. S. 311. He said 
if the Commission possessed definite statutory authority to 
impose, in connection with its approval, such conditions as 
were here required to be accepted by the trustees of the Rock 
Island before it took final action on the Rock Island applica- 
tion, there would be no need to defer action. 

“We could at once enter a final order making them effec- 
tive,” said Commissioner Mahaffie. “If conditions are valid 
no acceptance is necessary. It may, I think, be assumed that 
doubt as to our power furnishes the only reason for bargain- 
ing with the applicants as to acceptance.” 

The question of protecting the affected labor came into 
the Rock Island lease case because the lease, if approved, pre- 
sented a proposal to eliminate the Rock Island & Gulf account- 
ing department at Fort Worth, Tex., through transfer of 
twenty employes from that department to the Chicago office. 
The proposed elimination, it was estimated, would result in 
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a saving of $100,000 a year, of which $6,000 or $7,000 would 
accrue to the Gulf and the remainder to the parent company. 
At the argument it was stated that the twenty would be re- 
tained at Fort Worth for the present. 

The state of Texas, the city of Fort Worth, commercial 
interests of that city and railroad labor organizations protested 
on account of the damage they claimed would come to them, 
or their members. In addition, the state claimed the arrange- 
ment would violate the laws of Texas. 

Under the Louisiana «& Arkansas merger it was proposed 
to abolish the general office at Greenville, Tex., and to transfer 
the auditing work done there to the parent company’s offices 
at Shreveport, La. Annual savings in operating expenses of 
$31,800, it was claimed, would result. In addition there would 
be a saving of $2,500 a year in interest because of a lower 
rate on the proposed bonds. Under the proposed rearrange- 
ment resulting from the abolition of the general office at Green- 
ville, it was said, seven employes, five clerks and two porters 
would be left without employment, some of the others being 
transferred to Shreveport or Minden, La., while two would 
be left at Greenville. In behalf of the proposed merger it 
was claimed that it would strengthen both lines in the solicita- 
tion of traffic, permit more efficient operation, assure the rer- 
manency of the Texas line, eliminate one carrier from the rout- 
ing of traffic, add to the prestige of the Louisiana company as 
operating lines from New Orleans to Dallas and from the 
Mississippi River at the Natchez crossing to Dallas and effect 
savings in operating expenses. It was pointed out that it was 
not always possible for the Louisiana company to persuade 
shippers to route their traffic via the Texas line and thereby 
give the longest possible haul to the affiliated lines. 

Some Texas communities intervened in support of the 
Louisiana & Arkansas application while the state of Texas, 
Greenville, Greenville interests and labor organizations opposed 
the application. The Louisiana commission, according to the 
report, expressed the view that the merger would be in the 
public interest. 


In the Rock Island case the employes, said the report, re- 
quested a finding that the proposed lease would not promote 
the public interest, or that if it was held to be in the public 
interest, a condition be imposed requiring the applicants to 
provide protection to the employes adversely affected, of the 
nature afforded by the so-called Washington agreement, dated 
May 1, 1935. Therein railroads, including the Rock Island, and 
employe organizations agreed on allowances to be made to 
employes affected by joint action of two or more carriers 
whereby they unified, consolidated, merged or pooled, in whole 
or in part, their separate railroad facilities or any of the opera- 
tions or services previously performed by their separate facili- 
ties. 

Counsel for the clerks suggested for consideration of the 
Commission a condition that employes to be dismissed were 
entitled to one year’s salary and employes who would be re- 
quired to move from one point to another on the system to 
reimbursement of expenses incident to the moving and no reduc- 
tion in wages because of the change of location of employment. 
f The Commission considered the question of jurisdiction to 
impose conditions under section 5(4)(b) of the interstate com- 
merce act, the last sentence of which follows: 


If after such hearing the Commission finds that, subject to such 
terms and conditions and such modifications as it shall find just and 
reasonable, the proposed consolidation, * * *, will be in harmony with 
and in furtherance of the plan for the consolidation of railway prop- 
erties established pursuant to paragraph (3), and will promote the 
public interest, it may enter an order approving and authorizing 
such consolidation, * * * upon the terms and conditions and with the 
modifications so found to be just and reasonable. 


The Commission pointed out that in its decision in Con- 
solidation of Railroads, 185 I. C. C. 403, it had told the railroads 
that it expected them, in working out plans for consolidations, 
to give careful consideration to the interests of their employes 
with a view to avoiding the imposition of undue hardships on 
them. It said that when applications were filed the applicants 
would be expected to deal adequately with such questions and 
that to the extent necessary and warranted by the record, it 
would consider the imposition of such conditions as it might 
find proper and within its jurisdiction. It then said “if any 
doubt exists as to our jurisdiction in the premises it should be 
safeguarded by Congress. It called attention to the fact that 
in St. Paul Bridge & Terminal Co. control, 199 I. C. C. 588, it 
had expressed the view that based on considerations of public 
interest, it might make findings approving applications, subject 
to just and reasonable requirements in the interest of employes 
of the railways concerned. 

The Commission said that it was clear that the duplicate 
accounting now necessary for the Rock Island and its subsidiary 
required excessive expenditures not in the public interest. But 
it said it was of the opinion that provision should be made for 
the protection of the employes who would be forced to accept 
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positions at reduced compensation, or who would be dismissed, 
or who would be required to change the place of employment. 
Therefore it prescribed the conditions differing somewhat from 
those that would have become effective if the so-called Wash- 
ington agreement had been prescribed, as suggested. 

Under the conditions no employe of the Rock Island line 
who is continued in service shall, for a period of five years 
from the commencement of operation under the lease but not 
beyond the date of termination of reorganization periods, be 
put in a worse position with respect to compensation than he 
occupied at the date of commencement of operation under the 
lease, so long as he is unable, in the exercise of his seniority 
rights under existing agreements, to obtain a position producing 
compensation equal to or exceeding the compensation of the 
position held by him at the date of the commencement of the 
operation. 

Any employe deprived of employment with the Rock Island 
line because of the abolition of his position or the loss thereof 
as the result of the exercise of the seniority rights by an em- 
ploye whose position is abolished as a result of operation under 
the lease, is to receive a monthly allowance, designated a dis- 
missal allowance, based on the length of service. That ar- 
rangement provides for allowances for 60 months for employes 
having 15 years or more of service. The allowance runs for 
six months for an employe having service of one year but less 
than two. 

Under the conditions prescribed, a displaced employe’s 
allowances are computed, in the case of employment by other 
than the Rock Island lines, on the basis of compensation re- 
ceived in that other employment. 

Provision is also made in the conditions for protecting 
employes against any loss on property used as a home by 
reason of its sale on account of the change of place of employ- 
ment. 

Had Congress intended that the Commission should have 
jurisdiction over the compensation and expenses of railroad 
employes, said Commissioner Mahaffie in his dissent, it easily 
could have so provided. In the absence of such a provision in 
specific language he said he did not think it proper that the 
Commission attempt, by construction, to regulate conditions of 
employment as an incident to the exercise of power that was 
clearly conferred on it. He said that the Commission had 
called the attention of Congress to the fact, in 1935, that it 
had not jurisdiction adequate to protect employes in such situa- 
tions as dealt with here but that Congress had not done any- 
thing about the matter. He suggested that Congress may have 
thought that it provided relief in social legislation. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Baltimore & Ohio has filed an application with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal 
systems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the in- 
terstate commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
November 4. 

The Chicago & North Western; Long Island Rail Road 
Co., and Pere Marquette have filed applications with the Com- 
mission for approval of proposed modification of signal sys- 
tems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
November 5. 

The Baltimore & Ohio has filed an application with the 
Commission for approval of proposed modification of signal sys- 
tems or devices under paragraph (b) section 26 of the inter- 
state commerce act. Any interested party desiring hearing 
should advise the Commission in writing within 15 days from 
November 7. 

The Indiana Service Corporation, and Wheeling & Lake 
Erie have filed applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modification of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commission 
in writing within 15 days from November 9. 

The Pere Marquette; Canadian National Railways; Penn- 
sylvania-Reading Seashore Lines; and Pennsylvania have filed 
applications with the Commission for approval of proposed 
modification of signal systems or devices under paragraph (h) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested 
party desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writ- 
ing within 15 days from November 10. 


ACID TANK-CAR ORDER 
The Commission, by Commissioner McManamy, in No. 
3666, regulations for transportation of explosives and other 
dangerous articles, has amended its order in this case to pro- 
vide for a trial use of glass-line two-unit fusion-welded tank 
car, for use in the transportation of water-white electrolyte- 
grade (66 degree Baume) sulphuric acid. 





November 12, 1938 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. Nos. 4547 and 4548, the Commission has sus- 
pended from November 5 until June 5, as to all-rail traffic, and 
until February 3, as to joint rail-motor traffic, the operation of 
certain schedules as published in supplement No. 32 to Agent 
E. H. Dulaney’s Exceptions to Southern Classification I. C. C. 
No. 72 and M. F. I. C. C. No. 6, supplements 22, 23 and 24 to 
Agent F. D. Miller’s tariff I. C. C. No. 215, and other tariffs. 
The suspended schedules propose to increase the present car- 
load rates on sulphur (brimstone) 10 per cent on traffic moving 
between points in the South. 

In I. and S. 4549, the Commission has suspended from 
November 5 until June 5, the operation of schedules as pub- 
lished in Agent W. J. Bohon’s tariff I. C. C. No. 546. The 
suspended schedules propose to reduce the any quantity and 
minimum lot rates on numerous commodities between points 
in Oregon and Washington, and between points in those states 
and points in California and Idaho. An illustrative proposal 
is to establish a rate of 50 cents, minimum 5,000 pounds, on 
fertilizer between Portland, Ore., and Walla Walla, Wash., in 
lieu of the present rate of 67 cents; 68 cents, minimum 5,000 
pounds, on fresh meats between Portland, Ore., and Spokane, 
Wash., in lieu of the present L. C. L. rate of $1.07, and rates 
of 55 and 50 cents, minimum 20,000 pounds, the latter rate sub- 
ject to the condition that shipper load and consignee unload, 
on fresh meats between Portland, Ore., and Spokane, Wash. 


In I. and S. M-532, the Commission has suspended from 
November 5 until February 3, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement No. 18 to Tariff M. F. I. C. C. 
No. D-7 of Agent A. F. Muehring. The suspended schedules 
propose to reduce the volume commodity rates on fresh meats 
and packing house products in straight or mixed shipments, 
minimum 5,000 and 15,000 pounds, from Grand Forks, N. D., to 
Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn. The following is illustrative: 


Fresh meats and packing house products from Grand Forks, N. D., 
to Minneapolis, Minn., present rate, minimum 6,000 pounds, 44; pro- 
posed rate, minimum 5,000 pounds, 36; present rate, minimum 12,000 
pounds, 35; proposed rate, minimum 15,000 pounds, 27. 


In I. and S. M-533, the Commission has suspended from 
November 6 until February 4, the operation of certain sched- 
ules published in supplement No. 3 to tariff M. F. I. C. C. No. 1 
of Charles W. Giles, doing business as Giles’ Express, Bound 
Brook, N. J. The suspended schedules propose to change the 
present application of and also establish additional proportional 
all freight, any-quantity, commodity rates applying between 
certain New Jersey points located in close proximity to New 
York City, also between New York City and points in New 
Jersey. The present application reads as follows: 


All freight, any quantity, when moving from or to points beyond 
in connection with carloading companies, or, in the absence of joint 
through rates, in connection with motor carriers. 


The proposed application reads as follows: 


All freight, any quantity, originating at or destined to points be- 
yond when moving on through bills of lading or when handled in con- 
nection with carloading or forwarding companies. 


In I. and S. M-534, the Commission suspended from Novem- 
ber 7 until February 5, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement 27 to joint tariff M. F. I. C. C. No. 
116 of Agent W. M. Miller and others. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a new commodity rate of 39 cents a 
100 pounds, volume minimum weight 20,000 pounds, on wood- 
enware from Jackson, Tenn., to Chicago, Ill., and points grouped 
therewith, for alternation with the present effective commodity 
rate of 67 cents a 100 pounds, volume minimum weight 10,000 
pounds. 


In I. and S. No. M-535, the Commission has suspended from 
November 7 until February 5, the operation of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement 27 to joint tariff M. F. I. C. C. 
No. 116 of Agent W. M. Miller and others. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a new reduced volume commod- 
ity rate of 40 cents a 100 pounds on phosphate of lime, phos- 
phoric acid and yellow phosphorus in straight or mixed ship- 
ments, minimum 10,000 pounds, from Nashville, Tenn., to Chi- 
cago and Chicago Heights, Ill., applicable only over the lines 
of Adkins Transfer Company, Nashville, Tenn., in lieu of the 
present rate of 42 cents applicable over the lines of all carriers 
parties to the tariff. 

In I. and S. M-536, the Commission has suspended from 
November 8 until February 6, the operation of certain sched- 
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ules as published in supplement No. 10 to tariff M. F. I. C. C. 
No. 2 of York Motor Express Co., Inc., York, Pa. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to change the application of local and 
joint proportional commodity rates on various commodities, 
applicable chiefly between Philadelphia, Pa., and Camden, N. 
J., on the one hand, and points in eastern Pennsylvania, on 
the other hand, by including the following provision: 


Truckload ratings only as shown herein are applicable in connec- 
tion with freight forwarding companies. 


In I. and S. 4550, the Commission has suspended from 
November 12 until June 12, the operation of schedules as pub- 
lished in Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company’s 
tariff I. C. C. No. 19240. The suspended schedules propose to 
reduce the rates on petroleum and petroleum products, car- 
loads, from Cody, Greybull and Lovell, Wyo., to destinations 
in North Dakota, South Dakota and Minnesota. 


OUTSTANDING ORDERS VACATED 


The Commission has vacated and set aside specified out- 
standing orders, so far as they require the continued observ- 
ance and maintenance of rates, charges, rules, regulations or 
practices. The orders were vacated because no return had been 
made to the Commission’s show cause order in respect to them. 

One list, headed by No. 11541, includes also docket Nos. 
11898, 12425, 12506, 12555, 12586, 12624, 12709, 13000, 13014, 
13313, 13449, 13679, 13709, 13740, 13756, 13829, 13844, 13990, 
14008, 14009, 14288, 14354, 14370, and 14468. 

Another list, headed by No. 12569, includes also docket 
Nos. 12686, 12704, Sub. No. 3, 13095, 13182, 13277, 13287, 13304, 
13305, 13337, 13418, 13614, 13616, 13616, Sub. No. 3, 13761, 
13850, Sub. No. 1, 13915, 13915, Sub. No. 1, 13941, 13993, 14249, 
14279, 14280, 14394, 14614, 14875, 14936, 14936, Sub. No. 1, 
and 14936, Sub. No. 2. 

In another group of cases, headed by I. and S. No. 1809, 
includes also docket Nos. 11125, 11415, 11848, 12226, 12564, 
12669, 12710, 12713, 12714, 12715, 12731, 12739, 12782, 12784, 
12824, 12846, 12887, 12945, 12962, 12975, 13002, 13061, 13112, 
13139, 13387, 13397, 13468, 13469, 13470, 13471, 13707, 14064, 
14151, 14491, 14520, 14589 and 13527. 

Another list, headed by No. 11025, includes Docket Nos. 
11025, Sub. No. 1, 12455, 12664, 12862, 12940, 13158, 13315, 
13420, 13433, 13458, 13472, 13544, 13609, 13699, 13702, 13801, 
13805, 13826, 13841, 13914, 13931, 13997, 14075, 14212, 14349, 
14422 and 14576. 

The Commission has issued an order vacating outstanding 
orders in I. and S. No. 1563, and: docket Nos. 11598, 13272, 
13583, 13934. 14253. 14378. 14540. 14540, Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 
4, 14681, 14762, 14787, 14810, 14829, 14930, 14985, 15464, 15471 
and 15520. 

The Commission-.has issued “show cause” orders as to a 
list of old orders, the maintenance part of which, it is suggested, 
might well be vacated. It has set December 7 as the date on 
which those who object to vacation shall show cause why the 
orders should not stand as issued. Replies are to be filed not 
later than December 27. The list contains cases Nos. 12793, 
13494, 13991, 14048, 14171, 14404, 14940, 15027, 15239, 15378, 
15790, 15974, 15975, 15975, Sub. No. 1, 15986, 16764 and 16774. 

The Commission has vacated and set aside outstanding 
orders in docket Nos. 12886, 13181, 13662, 13779, 14025, 14106, 
14144, 14144, Sub. No. 1, 14157, 14204, 14245, 14250, 14361, 
14371, 14550, 14621, 14638, 14739, 14816, 14838, 14958, 14960, 
14962, 15078, 15172 and 15625. 

The Commission has issued show cause orders as to a 
list of old orders, the maintenance part of which, it is suggested, 
might well be vacated. Interested parties are cited to show 
cause on or before December 10 why the orders should not be 
vacated. Replies are to be filed not later than December 30. 
The list contains docket Nos. I and S. 2107, 13518, 14018, 14078, 
14118, 14118, Sub. No. 1, 14140, 14289, 14312, 14436, 14451, 
14451, Sub. Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4, 14653, 14743, 14856, 15006, 15012, 
15153, 15206, 15208, 15208, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2, 15258, 15356, 15410, 
15426, 15426, Sub. No. 1, 15608,. 15717, Sub. No. 1, 15769, 15837, 
15880, 15880, Sub. No. 1, 15882, 15911, 16098, 16152, 16164, 16241, 
16263 and 16307. 


L. & N. W. REORGANIZATION 

The Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 10813, Louisi- 
ana & North West reorganization, on reconsideration, has 
modified its plan for reorganization of that carrier, the recon- 
sideration being on account of a disapproval of its plan by the 
judge of the court having jurisdiction of the matter. The judge 
sent his disapproval with reasons therefor to the Commission 
for further consideration of the plan. 

Two points of difference between the judge and the Com- 
mission were as to the issue of income debentures, and the 
distribution of cash to the holder of the outstanding $2,069,000 
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first mortgage bonds. The Commission said it was of the opin- 
ion that the cash position of the debtor did not warrant the 
distribution in cash as of January 1, 1938, the effective date 
of the plan, of more than one half of $206,900 to the holders 
of the first mortgage bonds, which would be at the rate of $50 
for each $1,000 bond. In view of that modification, the Com- 
mission said, some additional security should be issued to hold- 
ers of the first mortgage bond. eas 

With regard to the income debentures, the Commission 
said it was of the opinion that the term of such debentures 
should be 70 years and the rate of interest five per cent which 
interest should be noncumulative and should be payable only 
out of any net income available therefor. ; 

The Commission said it saw no objection to the issue of 
stock without par value. It said it did not regard the difference 
between the allotment of new stock to the present stockholders 
as approved by it and that proposed by the judge as of such 
importance that it could not reach a conclusion substantially 
in accord with that of the judge. It concluded that the plan 
approved by its report and order of October 19, 1937, modified 
according to view expressed herein, would meet the require- 
ment of section 77 and would be compatible with the public 
interest, and should be approved. Commissioner Mahaffie con- 
curred because a majority of the parties concerned, and the 
judge, appeared to favor substantially the plan now approved. 
He reiterated an opinion stated in the original report, 224 I. C. C. 
58-81, that a property such as this should be reorganized with- 
out fixed charge obligations. 


ROCK ISLAND CHANGES IN IOWA 


In Finance No. 12231, the trustees of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific have asked authority to acquire part of an 
existing line of railroad owned by the Clinton, Davenport & 
Muscatine extending from a point near Mound Street in Daven- 
port, Ia., to Shaffton, Ia., a distance of approximately 23.9 
miles, for $110,000. ; 

Applicants said there were now no direct track connections 
for interchange between their lines and the line sought to be 
acquired, and in order to make such connections asked author- 
ity to obtain trackage rights over the C. M. St. P. & P. in 
Davenport, Ia., and over the tracks of the Davenport, Iowa & 
Northwestern in Davenport. 

They also ask authority to abandon approximately 35 
miles of line from Shaffton to Bennett, Ia., and approximately 
15 miles of line from Tipton to Elmira, Ia., because these lines 
do not originate or terminate sufficient traffic to warrant their 
continued operation. They said the segment between Shaffton 
and Bennett was useful principally for overhead traffic between 
Clinton and Davenport, and would not longer be necessary or 
be used for the purpose in the event the line of railway pro- 
posed to be acquired was obtained. 

The proposed acquisition, said applicants, would enable 
them to abandon the lines referred to and effect a total reduc- 
tion of operated mileage between Clinton and Davenport of 
approximately 39 miles. This, said they, would substantially 
increase their net profit on existing traffic through reduction 
of operating expenses. Further, said they, the proposed acquisi- 
tion would likewise result in an increase in gross revenues from 
new business which they believed could be obtained by reason 
of having a more direct line between Clinton and Davenport. 
They also estimated that the carrying out of the plan would 
enable them to avoid making improvements estimated at ap- 
proximately $150,000 on the lines sought to be abandoned and to 
realize $100,000 from salvage proceeds of the abandoned lines. 


C. M. ST. P. & P.-C. & N. W. MERGER 


Asserting that neither the common stock of the Chicago & 
North Western nor the preferred stock of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific had any value and that therefore 
they had no standing in law in the reorganization of those 
companies, organizations representing the holders of bonds of 
those companies have asked the Commission to deny requests 
of the stockholders to submit a plan for the reorganization 
of those companies based on a consolidation of them (see 

ffic World, Oct. 29, p. 871). Consent of the Commission to 
file the plan contemplating consolidation was asked in Finance 
No. 10881, Chicago & North Western reorganization and 
Finance No. 10882, C. M. St. P. & P. reorganization. 

The request for denial was filed, so far as the North 
Western was concerned, by the life insurance group committee, 
and so far as the Milwaukee was concerned, by the group of in- 
stitutional investors. Both requests for denial declare that 
section 77 of the bankruptcy act does not supersede the con- 
solidation and unification provisions of the interstate commerce 
act. Both groups declare their belief that consolidations and 
unifications of railroads are desirable, yet see no justification 
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for further delaying these reorganizations pending the proceed- 
ings which must be taken in connection with particular con- 
solidations. 

Pointing out that interest now accruing on the debts of 
the two companies and not being paid aggregates approximately 
$37,000,000 a year, the representatives of the bondholders de- 
clare that the plans for the reorganization of the two proper- 
ties are fair, equitable and in the public interest and should be 
consummated at the earliest possible date. Plans of reorganiza- 
tion, they said, were drafted in such manner as to permit of 
subsequent consolidations whenever such action is deemed 
appropriate and is deemed in the public interest. Distribution 
of securities under approved plans of reorganization, and the 
creation of voting trusts by such plans, it is declared, not only 
will not prejudice the consolidation plans, but, on the contrary, 
will provide mechanics for the carrying out of such consolida- 
tions as may be desirable. : 

Any consolidation of properties of the magnitude of these 
carriers, says the request for denial, involves a tremendous 
amount of effort, money and time, and since the objective is 
not more easily accomplished under the bankruptcy act than 
it would be after reorganization, further delay in lifting these 
properties out of bankruptcy would react to the detriment of 
their creditors without any compensating benefits to the public 
or the present stockholders. The two groups said that the Com- 
mission had repeatedly denied the request which the representa- 
tives of stockholders had again presented. They mentioned 
what they deemed prior efforts of this sort, pointing out that 
the stockholders’ committee presented the substance of the 
proposal, orally at the hearing in the Milwaukee case, March 
22, 1938, and that the petition and motion were then denied and 
the record closed. 


W.-B. & E. REORGANIZATION 


In a report in Finance No. 11800, Wilkes-Barre & Eastern 
Railroad Co. reorganization, the Commission, by division 4, 
has fixed the following maximum limits of final allowances to 
be paid out of the estate of the debtor, as reasonable com- 
pensation for all services rendered and reimbursement for all 
actual and reasonable expenses incurred by the petitioners, 
as designated, in connection with the debtor’s reorganization 
proceedings, such allowances to cover any office or other over- 
head expenses which should be provided for in connection 
with such services: 


(1) For all services rendered by The Commercial National Bank & 
Trust Company of New York, as temporary mortgage trustee under 
the debtor’s first mortgage, an@ for actual and reasonable expenses in- 
curred in connection therewith, during the period from October 8, 1937, 
to August 9, 1938, the sums of $1,300 and $289.83, respectively, both 
sums to be paid to the trust company; and 

(2) For actual and reasonable expenses of the trust company, in 
its capacity of temporary mortgage trustee, the sums of $2,400 for all 
legal services rendered and $405.44 for expenses incurred by its counsel 
and solicitor, Bainton, McNaughton & Douglas and Walter T. Margetts 
Jr., during the period from October 5, 1937, to August 9, 1938, both 
sums to be paid to that firm of attorneys. 


The Commission said its findings and conclusions were not 
to be construed as carrying an implication or intendment that 
an allowance should be made at this time if the financial con- 
dition of the debtor did not warrant it. 


BOSTON & MAINE ABANDONMENT 


The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11813, Bos- 
ton & Maine abandonment, has authorized abandonment by 
that road of a portion of a branch line extending from Keene, 
N. H., to a point about two miles west of Elmwood station 
in Hancock, N. H., about 23 miles. Operation of the line was 
abandoned on May 1, 1935, Boston & Maine Railroad Aban- 
donment of Operation, 207 I. C. C. 56. According to the report, 
substantial savings had been effected as a result of abandon- 
ment of operation and, considering only the cost of repairing 
the line and rearranging the service, the traffic available did 
not warrant restoration of operation. 


SANTA FE ABANDONMENT 

The Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 11845, 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. abandonment, has author- 
ized abandonment by that company, and abandonment of 
operation by the Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Railway Co., of a 
branch line extending from Davis to Sulphur, Okla., about 
8.98 miles. According to the report, the record showed that, 
notwithstanding a substantial reduction in expenses due to 
restricted operation, the line had been operated at a system 
loss each year. The system revenues in the years 1932-37, it 
said averaged about one-half of the revenues in the years 
1927-31. It said that there was no prospect of sufficient traffic 
in the future to warrant retention of the line. 


November 12, 1938 


OIL PIPE LINE RATES 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Commissioner Aitchison and Examiner Kelley began hear- 
ings, November 9, in No. 26570, reduced pipe line rates and 
gathering charges. In that case Examiner Kelley a few years 
ago recommended that the pipe line companies be required to 
show cause why they should not be required to make a reduc- 
tion of 35 per cent in their rates. 

J. V. Norman, chairman of a committee of counsel repre- 
senting pipe line companies, in a preliminary statement, said 
that the respondents transporting crude oil from the southwest 
in recent years had made reductions as great or greater as 
suggested by Examiner Kelley and that to all intents and pur- 
poses they had complied with the view of the Commission that 
there should be a 35 per cent reduction. 

Among the witnesses were C. H. Kountz, vice-president of 
the Sinclair Refining Co., which operates pipe lines; E. D. 
Sheffe, of the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey; D. S. Bushnell, 
president of what are known as the northern group of Standard 
pipe lines; O. Q. Lomax, assistant general superintendent of 
the Humble Pipe Line Co.; and N. V. Truly, comptroller of the 
Humble Pipe Line Co. 

Mr. Sheffe made a comparison of pipe line rates and rail 
rates showing that on an average pipe line rates were 35.72 
per cent of the rail rates. Mr. Sheffe said that railroads were 
moving 18 per cent of crude oil in 1925 but that in 1937 they 
were moving only 3.5 per cent of the production. He said 
that in those 12 years railroad rates went up while pipe line 
rates, particularly from the southwest, went down drastically, 
especially in the last few months on account of production in 
the Illinois and western Kentucky fields. 

Mr. Bushnell in discussing the high minimum tender re- 
quirements of pipe line tariffs, said that high minimums were 
necessary so as to prevent contamination of the various sorts of 
crudes that were sent through the lines, by mixture. Low 
minimums, he said, would tend to cause more contamination 
than there is at present. ; 

A picture of at least two of the hitherto prosperous pipe 
line companies actually operating in the “red” was placed be- 
fore Commissioner Aitchison and Examiner Kelley by W. R. 
Finney, president of the Oklahoma Pipe Line Co., which op- 
erates the Ajax pipe line. In addition Mr. Finney said he was 
connected in an advisory capacity with the Standard of Louisi- 
ana. The companies which had to buy red ink for use on their 
books were the Oklahoma and Ajax, said he. 

On the present rates and volume of business, both greatly 
reduced, Mr. Finney said the Oklahoma Company was operat- 
ing at the rate of a loss of $500,000 a year and Ajax at the 
rate of $200,000. Rates, he said, had been reduced, for the 
Oklahoma, in October, 22.1 per cent, making the combined 
reductions since 1934 31.9 per cent, the percentage covering 
both trunk line and gathering line rates. The rates of the 
Standard of Louisiana, he said, had been reduced an average 
of 32.9 per cent since 1934. Reductions, he said, had been made 
in an effort to retain business in competition with rates for 
shorter hauls from the Illinois, western Kentucky and Michigan 
fields, the production in which caused the southwestern fields 
not only to cut pipe line rates but the price of crude as well. 
But he said the reductions did not work in the sense of recov- 
ering or retaining business. He said that if the Oklahoma 
could get back to transporting crude at the rate of 60,000 bar- 
rels a day, its capacity, it would earn 8 per cent on the value 
of its investment, its present business being about 15,000 barrels 
a day. 

A. H. Weisgerber, connected with the accounting depart- 
ment of the Standard of New Jersey, presented statistics in 
detail about the losing operations of the pipe lines on south- 
western business. 

The purpose of the testimony was to show that on account 
of rising costs of labor, materials and supplies and of greater 
taxes, the pipe line companies could not afford to reduce their 
rates. The testimony as to wages, materials, supplies and 
taxes was general in character. Commissioner Aitchison asked 
that specific data be furnished with regard to the rising costs 
and also data about the division of joint pipe line rates among 
the participants therein. 

Witnesses other than those before mentioned were J. A. 
Neath of the Humble Pipe Line Co., R. B. McLaughlin of the 
Texas Co. and J. L. Shoemaker, speaking for the Stanolind and 
Pan-American companies. 


SOUTHERN FERTILIZER RATES 


The Southern Freight Association, in No. 16295, fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials between southern points, has asked the 
Commission to permit the grouping of rates at origins and des- 
tinations on distances of 180 miles and more, distances to be 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 991 





measured by class rate distances; that the prescribed rates 
increased under Ex Parte 123 be revised so as to reflect the 
nearest multiples of five cents; that carload rates to or from 
points on short or relief lines be constructed by using the 
standard line rates and adding thereto relief line arbitraries 
of not more than 55 cents, which would be the present arbi- 
trary increased by the amount permitted in Ex Parte 123; and 
that less-than-carload rates be made 130 per cent of the carload 
rates, the resulting rates being converted to the nearest multiple 
of five cents. 

According to the petition the group system of rates would 
reduce the tariff publishing task by at least 50 per cent. Use 
of the nearest multiple to five in stating the rates, the petition 
said, would greatly simplify the computation of charges. In 
addition it declared relationships existing prior to Ex Parte 123 
would be restored between the carload and less-than-carload 
rates. The petition said that at a public hearing at Atlanta, 
Ga., on the proposal no serious objections were made to it. 


AUTOMATIC STOKER CASE 


The Commission has further postponed the effective date 
of its order in No. 24049, A. Johnston, grand chief engineer of 
the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, et al. vs. A. T. & S. 
F. et al., the automatic stoker case, from November 15 to 
December 15. The postponement was made in view of infor- 
mation received by the Commission from Judge Jones, of the 
federal court for the northern district of Ohio, that it was im- 
possible at the present time to convene a three-judge court to 


try the issue of the validity of the Commission’s order dated 
December 27, 1937. 


RELIEF FOR NEW ENGLAND 


The Commission, by division 3, has amended its service 
order No. 64, issued with a view to avoiding traffic delays in 
New England on account of storm damage (see Traffic World, 
Sept. 24, p. 587), to include therein the following paragraph: 


6. That inasmuch as the necessity for such disregard of routing 
arises from circumstances beyond control of carriers, car hire payments 
covering both railroad and privately owned cars shall be made on the 
basis of the handling of cars as originally routed. 


LIME RELIEF DENIED 


The Commission, by division 2, has denied the petition of 
September 17 of Agent F. A. Leland for vacation of fourth 
section order No. 12447 and for modification of fourth section 
order No. 12480 issued in connection with the Commission’s 
decision in fourth section application No. 16381, Lime to Lower 
Mississippi River Crossings, 218 I. C. C. 131 and 227 I. C. C. 
409. The Commission said that sufficient justification for the 
relief sought had not been shown. 


GROUND BITUMINOUS COAL 


The Commission has received an application in No. 3666, 
regulation for the transportation of explosives and other dan- 
gerous articles, from the Carter Coal Co., of Coalwood, W. 
Va., for modification of its regulation pertaining to the trans- 
portation of ground bituminous coal, sea coal, and coal fac- 
ings. A notice by Secretary Bartel says any interested party 
desiring to be heard on the application shall advise the Com- 
mission in writing within 20 days from the date of notice; 
otherwise the Commission may proceed to investigate and 
determine the matters involved in the application without 
further or formal hearing, or may temporarily suspend action 
on proposed amendments pending the next formal hearing in 
this docket. 

The application is for modification of the Commission’s 
regulations with respect to the grades of coal mentioned, lim- 
ited as to its acceptance by paragraph 201 (m) of require- 
ments effective October 1, 1930. It is proposed to insert in 
those limitations the following: “Or unless shipped in tight 
metal tank cars, or in tight metal containers on container 
cars, or in permanently covered metal hopper cars, or in other 
tight metal containers.” 


SOUTHERN ABANDONMENT 


A recommendation that division 4 find that present and 
future public convenience and necessity permit abandonment 
by the Southern Railway Co. of part of a branch line extending 
from Purcellville to Bluemont, approximately 7 miles, in Lou- 
doun county, Va., and abandonment of operation thereof by the 
Washington & Old Dominion Railroad, lessee, has been made 
by Examiner Jerome K. Lyle in a proposed report in Finance 
No. 12142, Southern Railway Co. et al. abandonment. Accord- 
ing to the report, applicants asserted that heavy losses had 
been incurred on the segment for several years. 

Protesting interests generally contended, said the ex- 
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aminer, that loss of traffic on the segment was partially caused 
by the want of active solicitation on the part of the applicants. 
However, said he, the Commission had said many times that 
those who must be importuned to use a railroad were in no 
urgent need of it. The record, he said, showed that loss of 
traffic on the segment was occasioned by people in the terri- 
tory using highway facilities instead of the railroad, and it 
appeared that such facilities would continue to supply the 
transportation needs of the territory after the segment was 
abandoned. 


AIR MAIL COMPENSATION 


The Commission, by division 3, in air mail docket No. 29, 
air mail rates for route No. 29 operated by Continental Air 
Lines, Inc., embracing also air mail docket No. 41, in re rates 
for Continental Air Lines, Inc., has found rates of compensa- 
tion for the transportation of air mail by air plane and the 
service connected therewith over air mail route No. 29 not 
to have been fair and reasonable from and after October 6, 
1937. The Commission said that the fair and reasonable rates 
of compensation for each airplane mile actually flown with 
300 pounds of mail or less, and the service connected there- 
with over route No. 29, as extended from and after the date 
of the filing of the petition herein, October 6, were, are, and 
will be those determined by applying the provisions of its 
order of March 11, 1935, as amended by the order of June 14, 
1937, in Air Mail Compensation, 206 I. C. C. 675, and 222 
I. C. C. 602, to a base rate of 3344 cents and a base mileage of 
60,000 miles a month. 

The report said the air mail route under consideration 
originally extended from Pueblo, Colo., to El Paso, Tex., and 
later part of air mail route No. 17, between Pueblo and Denver, 
was included therein. Under Air Mail Compensation, 206 I. C. C. 
675, the rate has been 29 cents a mile for an average monthly 
mail load a mile of 300 pounds or less for a base mileage of 
32,000 miles. Commissioner Mahaffie dissented in part for 
reasons stated in Air Mail Compensation, 216 I. C. C. 166, 191. 

In a proposed report in air mail docket No. 47, air mail 
rates for route No. 28, Examiner Lucian Jordan has proposed 
that the Commission find rates of compensation for the trans- 
portation of air mail by airplane, and the service connected 
therewith, over route No. 28 not to have been fair and reason- 
able, and that fair and reasonable rates be determined and 
published. The petition was filed by Wyoming Air Service, 
Inc., operator of route No. 28, the name of the carrier having 
since been changed to Inland Air Lines, Inc. The route orig- 
inally was between Billings, Mont., and Cheyenne, Wyo., 418 
miles, and later extended 192 miles to Great Falls, Mont., via 
Lewistown, Mont. The present rate is 29 cents an airplane 
mile for transportation of an average load of 300 pounds of 
mail or less, with a base mileage of 25,000 miles a month. The 
examiner said the mail transported had never averaged more 
than 300 pounds a month, but the rate had been reduced below 
29 cents for some months because of mileage flown in excess 
of the base mileage. The examiner said the evidence submitted 
by the carrier indicated that operation in the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1938, resulted in a loss of $62,908, and that the Post- 
master General contended that the loss was $53,445, due to 
adjustments in the carrier’s accounts to conform the account- 
ing to the classification prescribed by him. The examiner pro- 
poses a base rate of 334% cents an airplane mile for a base 
mileage of 37,000 miles a month. 


PRIVATE AIR TRAFFIC 


Aircraft operators in the private flying classification, op- 
erating approximately 1,600 more planes, flew eleven million 
more miles and carried seventy-five thousand more passengers 
in the first half of 1938 than in the corresponding period of 
1937, according to reports received by the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority. 

In the period January-June, 1938, these operators flew 
56,499,045 miles and carried 710,114 passengers. 

Private flying operations the first six months of 1938, 
according to a survey completed by the Authority, showed an 
encouraging increase in terms of miles flown for each fatal 
accident, but revealed a slight drop in mileage a passenger 
fatality due to the comparatively greater number of persons 
involved in each individual accident. The statistics for this 
type of flying (formerly called miscellaneous operations) show 
that 706,238 miles each fatal accident and 941,651 miles a pas- 
senger fatality were flown in the first half of the year as com- 
pared to 628,610 miles each fatal accident and 1,028,635 miles 
a passenger fatality in the corresponding period of 1937. 

Operators in the private flying category, which includes 
not only pleasure flying, but flying schools, specialists in photo- 
graphic flying, crop dusting and the like, suffered 840 accidents 
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in the half-year period, 80 of them fatal as against 842 accidents, 
72 of which were fatal from January 1 to June 30, 1937. They 
flew 67,261 miles an accident in the 1938 period as compared 
to 53,753 miles in the corresponding six-month interval last 
year. 

Causes of the accidents in private flying in the first half of 
1938 were divided as follows: Personnel errors, 53.52 per cent; 
power plant failures, 15.59 per cent; airplane failures, 10.53 per 
cent; weather, 7.02 per cent; darkness, 0.19 per cent; airport 
(water or terrain), 8.20 per cent; other causes, 3.94 per cent; 
undetermined and doubtful, 1.01 per cent. 


AIR EXPRESS TARIFFS 
The Civil Aeronautics Authority has made public a tariff 
of Railway Express Agency covering transportation of property 
by the air lines and supplements thereto, effective October 17 


AIR EXPRESS INCREASES 


Gross revenues from air express handled by the Railway 
Express Agency in September were 6 per cent higher than 
in October, 1937, the previous high month, according to an 
announcement by the agency. The number of shipments in the 
month was 66,220, 94 per cent higher than in September, 1937. 
Total shipments for the first 9 months of 1938 were 497,112, 4.3 
per cent higher than those in the same period of 1937. 


PILOTS AND AIRCRAFT 

There were 21,526 pilots and 10,091 aircraft holding active 
federal certificates on October 1, according to the Civil Aero- 
nautics Authority. On October 1, 1937, there were 17,379 cer- 
tificated pilots and 8,430 certificated aircraft. 

The total number of aircraft, certificated and uncertificated, 
of which the Authority had record October 1, was 11,345, while 
this number on the corresponding day of last year was 10,120. 
Uncertificated aircraft (bearing identification marks only) 
totaled 1,254 on the first of October, 1938. 

Among the 21,526 persons holding pilot’s certificates on 
the first of October, 1938, were 1,160 airline transport, 6,605 
commercial, 980 limited commercial, 10,197 private, 2,241 solo, 
and 343 amateur. The amateur pilots are those who obtained 
their ratings prior to November 1, 1937. These ratings are no 
longer issued. The certificated pilots included 608 women, 
classified as follows: Commercial, 72; limited commercial, 30; 
private, 391; solo, 86; and amateur, 29. 


Cc. A. A. HEARINGS 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has assigned for hearing, 
November 12, at its offices in Washington, before Examiner 
Lucian Jordan, application of Inland Air Lines, Inc., for a 
certificate to transport mail, passengers and property between 
Great Falls, Mont., and Cheyenne, Wyo. 

The Authority has also assigned for hearing, November 14, 
at its offices in Washington, before Examiner A. G. Nye, ap- 
plication of A. Garni, a member of the boards of directors of 
Pan American-Grace Airways, Inc., of Grace Line, Inc., and of 
other corporations, for permission to serve on the board of 
directors of Eastern Air Lines, Inc., pursuant to section 409 
(A) of the civil aeronautics act. 


AIR SERVICE ORDERS 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has issued an order per- 
mitting Braniff Airways, Inc., to operate without a certificate 
between Dallas and San Antonio, Tex., via Austin, Tex., until 
December 31. It has issued an order permitting Transcon- 
tinental and Western Air, Inc., to operate without a certificate 
over route from Phoenix, Ariz., to Las Vegas, Nev., via Pres- 
cott and Kingman, Ariz., and Boulder City, Nev., in the period 


from November 3 until the Authority acts with respect to this 
service. 


NEW YORK AIR EXPRESS AT NEW HIGH 
Air express in an out of New York City reached a new 
high in October. The number of shipments, 35,699, represented 
an increase of 11% per cent over October, 1937, and an in- 
crease of 8% per cent over December, 1937, the previous 
high month. Printed matter led in the number of shipments, 
with 10,365. Electrotype plates were second with 4,021. 


ARMISTICE DAY HOLIDAY 


Due to the fact that Congress, by act of May 13, 1938, 
made Armistice Day a legal public holiday, the same as Janu- 
ary 1, February 22, May 30, July 4, Labor Day and Christ- 
mas, the offices of the Commission and of other government 
departments were scheduled to be closed November 11. 
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ROOSEVELT RAIL COMMITTEE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


With the railroads having withdrawn their proposal to cut 
wages 15 per cent, President Roosevelt’s committee on the rail- 
road problem met November 7 in the Southern Railway building. 
The purpose of the meeting, it was stated, was to prepare an 
agenda for consideration. 

The members of the committee are Carl R. Gray, retired 
president of the Union Pacific and now vice-chairman of the 
Union Pacific board; M. W. Clement, president of the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad; Ernest E. Norris, president of the Southern; 
George M. Harrison, chairman of the Railway Labor Executives’ 
Association; D. B. Robertson, president of the Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, and B. M. Jewell, presi- 
dent of the railway employes’ department of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor. 

The members were asked to serve as a committee to make 
recommendations for legislation looking to the creation of a 
sound system of transportation. The request was made when 
the President conferred with them September 20 (see Traffic 
World, Sept. 24, p. 591). 

The committee met September 21, when it was decided that 
the next meeting would not be held until the proposal to cut 
wages had been disposed of, the labor representatives having 
taken the position that they could not fight the wage cut pro- 
posal, on one hand, and cooperate with railroad management 
in formulating a plan to help the railroads, on the other. 

Withdrawal of the wage cut proposal, following the report 
of the President’s emergency board against a wage cut, opened 
the way for another meeting of the committee, under the agree- 
ment reached at the meeting of September 21. 

Both Mr. Gray and Mr. Harrison said the committee would 
say what it had to say to the President, emphasizing that it was 
the President’s committee. 

Mr. Gray said that, at the meeting November 7, proposals 
of the railroads, labor, and others had been considered for the 
purpose of arranging what might be termed an agenda for con- 
sideration by the committee. Mr. Harrison said he was return- 
ing to Cincinnati, his home, that night, and that the committee 
would meet again later. He expressed the view that the com- 
mittee probably would not be ready to report to the President 
until January 1. Mr. Gray said the committee would have no 
statements to make prior to reporting to the President. 

In a formal statement Mr. Gray said: 


We have had a very full discussion all day long on this subject 
and we have different lines of approach on the thing. We will now 
each of us start working on the subject, each approaching it from dif- 
ferent lines and each reflecting his own ideas in regard to the differ- 
ent elements we have discussed. 


No time had been fixed for the next meeting of the com- 
mittee, it was stated. 

“That’s ridiculous!” exclaimed George M. Harrison, chair- 
man of the Railway Labor Executives’ Association, November 
7, when he was asked about a report that the President’s emer- 
gency rail wage board had changed its decision on the rail- 
roads’ 15 per cent wage cut proposal after he (Mr. Harrison) 
had gone to the White House (see Traffic World, Nov. 5, p. 946). 

“T did not see the President from the time the hearings 
were closed until last Monday,” said Mr. Harrison, asserting 
there was no foundation for the report. 

The report in question rested on the suggestion that the 
board had reached a decision in favor of a compromise, that 
Mr. Harrison learned of this and protested to the White House, 
and that then an extension of time was granted for the board 
to revise its report in favor of labor. 





RAIL WAGE CUT WITHDRAWAL 


The full text of the telegram withdrawing the rail wage 
cut proposal, sent to President Roosevelt by J. J. Pelley, presi- 
dent of the A. A. R., the afternoon of November 4, after it had 
been approved at the annual meeting of the Association of 
American Railroads in Chicago (see Traffic World, No. 5, p. 
941), was as follows: 


In our conference on October 31, you asked me to inform you what 
the railroads would do about the recommendation of the emergency 
board that no horizontal reduction of railway wages on a national 
scale be pressed at this time. 

The chief executives of the railroads concerned met in Chicago to- 
day to consider the situation created by the report of the Board. I 
advised them of your expressed desire to be of help in the present sit- 
uation, and of your hope that there will be developed a constructive 
program of legislation which yoy will be able to support at the next 
session of Congress. 

I have, therefore, been authorized to advise you that the railroads 
will withdraw the present notices of wage reductions. 

The railroads are taking this action not because they agree with 
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the conclusions reached by the board but because they recognize the 
gravity of the situation, and because they hope that out of it there 
will come, through cooperation of all concerned, a sounder and more 
equitable transportation policy in this country. 


Mr. Pelley did not submit to questioning by newspaper 
men after the adjournment of the meeting, as has been his 
custom. Instead, he spoke briefly over the Blue radio network 
of the National Broadcasting Company through hastily in- 
stalled facilities alongside the Liberty Limited, on which he 
and others of the A. A. R. staff left immediately for Washing- 
ton. He read the telegram and added that it meant that there 
would be no wage cut and no strike. Questioned by the radio 
announcer, he said the association had at no time considered 
a postponement of the effective date of the wage cut in lieu 
of a complete abandonment of it. He said he and the railroad 
executives now awaited anxiously the recommendations of the 
President’s committee of three rail executives and three labor 
leaders the deliberations of which had been postponed until 
after a settlement of the wage controversy, but which was 
scheduled to meet in Washington November 7. 

Turning, then, to M. W. Clement, president of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, who stood nearby, the announcer asked 
whether he had any comments to make. He said he thought 
Mr. Pelley had “covered the situation,” but that he felt personal 
satisfaction over the “happy solution” of the controversy. 

The sending of the telegram came early in the afternoon 
session of the meeting. H. A. Enochs, chairman of the carriers’ 
joint conference committee, which had been in charge of the 
negotiations over wages, reported at the morning session. His 
report, it was said, consisted merely of a recital of what the 
committee had done, since it was not within the duties of the 
committee to make recommendations as to what the railroads 
should do about the report of the President’s fact finding 
committee. 

The telegram was evidently composed in the luncheon 


recess, because it was immediately ratified and dispatched at 
the afternoon reassembly. 


Election of Board and Officers 


So far as was made public, the only other business trans- 
acted at the meeting was the election of a board of directors 


for the association. As elected, the board includes three new 
men: 


H. A. Scandrett, trustee, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific; 
Daniel Upthegrove, chief executive officer, St. Louis-Southwestern, and 
L. R. Powell, Jr., receiver, Seaboard Air Line. 


Those three supersede the following: 


Hale Holden, chairman, Southern Pacific; L. W. Baldwin, chief 


executive officer, Missouri Pacific, and L. A. Downs, President, Illinois 
Central. . 


The reelected members of the board are as follows: 


S. T. Bledsoe, president, Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe; Ralph 
Budd, president, Chicago, Burlington and Quincy; M. W. Clement, 
president, Pennsylvania; C. E. Denney, president, Erie Railroad; E. M. 
Durham, Jr., chief executive officer, Chicago, Rock, Island and Pa- 
cific; G. B. Elliott, president, Atlantic Coast Line; E. S. French, presi- 
dent, Boston and Maine and Maine Central; C. R. Gray, vice-chairman, 
Union Pacific; J. B. Hill, president, Louisville and Nashville; D. J. 
Kerr, president, Lehigh Valley; J. M. Kurn, trustee, St. Louis-San 
Francisco; E. E. Norris, president, Southern Railway. 


The board held a meeting, under the ex-officio chairman- 
ship of Mr. Pelley, and elected Mr. Bledsoe, vice-chairman. It 
then reelected the official staff of the association, as follows: 


President, J. J. Pelley; executive assistant, M. J. Gormley; as- 
sistant to the president, Robert S. Henry; vice-president and general 
counsel, R. V. Fletcher; general solicitor, J. Carter Fort; assistant 
general counsel, J. M. Souby; vice-president, operations and mainte- 
nance, J. M. Symes; vice-president, traffic, A. F. Cleveland; vice-presi- 
dent, finance, accounting, taxation and valuation, E. H. Bunnell; sec- 


retary-treasurer, H. J. Forster; assistant secretary-treasurer, S. J. 
Strong. 


T. A. OF A. ANNUAL MEETING 


The Transportation Association of America at a meeting 
of its board of directors, November 10, determined on a con- 
tinuance of its program of education, based on its transporta- 
tion policy, and on a plan for the promotion of legislation de- 
signed to carry it out. The meeting of the board was held im- 
mediately after its members had been selected by the board of 
governors. That selection, in turn, followed a.membership 
meeting at which the governors were elected. 

The determination to follow its program of education with 
new vigor came after Donald D. Conn, executive vice-president, 
had presented his report, in which he told of the steps that led 
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up to the promulgation of the association’s transportation policy 
in April, and a report by J. A. Gordon, president of the asso- 
ciation, on the part played by it and himself in the transporta- 
tion conference organized in Washington on the invitation of 
the United States Chamber of Commerce. Mr. Gordon said 
that he was doubtful of the results that might come from the 
transportation conference. 

In general, the legislative program adopted included “con- 
tacting” members of Congress personally by members of the 
board; urging members of the association to write letters im- 
pressing on their congressmen the necessity for supporting leg- 
islation designed to put into law the association’s transporta- 
tion policies, and an offer to be made in writing to the members 
of President Roosevelt’s committee of six, accompanied by a 
copy to each of the association’s transportation policy, to make 
available to them the results of the association’s research in the 
last three years. 

Along educational lines, the board decided to continue the 
work of organizing local promotional and educational commit- 
tees in cities and towns of over 5,000, to continue its work of 
contact with women’s organizations and schools, and to pre- 
pare additional brochures for distribution to the public bearing 
on its transportation policy. The board voted against drafting 
a bill designed to cover the views of the association. It was 
the sense of the meeting that that job might well be left to 
others with the association confining itself to the support of 
bills that went along with its program. 

The only business transacted at the membership meeting 
was the ratification of the minutes of the last annual meeting 
and the election of the following members to the board of 
governors: 


Cc. J. Abbott, president, The Abbott Company, Hyannis, Neb.; 
D. S. Adams, president, Adams Transfer & Storage Company, Kansas 
City, Mo.; Benjamin F. Affleck, retired, Chicago; Sydney Anderson, 
vice-president, General Mills, Inc., Minneapolis, Minn.; Frederic R. 
Bigelow, president, St. Paul Fire & Marine Insurance Company, St. 
Paul, Minn.; George A. Blair, general traffic manager, Wilson & 
Company, Inc., Chicago; George R. Carr, vice-president, Dearborn 
Chemical Company, Chicago; Donald D. Conn, executive vice-president, 
Transportation Association of America, Chicago; H. T. DeBardeleben, 
president, DeBardeleben Coal Corporation, Birmingham, Ala.; Fairman 
R. Dick, Dick & Merle-Smith, New York City; J. T. Fleishel, president, 
Fleishel Lumber Company, St. Louis, Mo.; M. L. Fleishel, president, 
Putnam Lumber Company, Shamrock, Fla.; Arthur A. Frank, vice- 
president, Union Metal Products Company, Chicago; Dr. Glenn Frank, 
president and editor, The Rural Progress, Chicago; T. A. Gantt, 
general traffic manager, Corn Products Refining Company, New York 
City; J. A. Gordon, president, Transportation Association of America, 
Chicago; Colonel Edgar S. Gorrell, president, Air Transport Associa- 
tion of America, Chicago; Homer B. Grommon, Farmers National Grain 
Dealers Association, Plainfield, Ill.; W. J. Hammond, vice-president, 
Inland Steel Company, Chicago; L. O. Head, president, Railway 
Express Agency, Inc., New York City; George F. Hichborn, general 
traffic manager, United States Rubber Company, New York City; C. C. 
Hine, vice-president, Globe Grain & Milling Company, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Roscoe C. Hobbs, president, Hobbs-Western Company, St. Louis, 
Mo.; J. M. Hood, president, The American Short Line Railroad As- 
sociation, Washington, D. C.; Car] S. Horn, president, Nebraska Co- 
operative Creameries, Inc., Hay Springs, Neb.; Thomas B. Huff, presi- 
dent, American Serum Company, Sioux City, Ia.; R. C. Ingersoll, 
vice-president, Borg-Warner Corp., Chicago; J. L. Keeshin, president, 
Keeshin Transcontinental Freight Lines, Chicago; LeRoy Kramer, first 
vice-president, General American Transportation Corporation, Chicago; 
Charles Latimer, San Antonio Orchard Company, Ontario, Calif.; 
George B. Logan, general counsel, National Association of State 
Aviation Officials, St. Louis, Mo.; J. L. Madden, vice-president, Metro- 
politan Life Insurance Company, New York City; Edwin B. Meissner, 
president, St. Louis Car Company, St. Louis, Mo.; Perrin C. Miller, 
executive vice-president, Albert Miller & Company, Chicago; W. F. 
Morris, Jr., vice-president, National Steel Corporation, Pittsburgh, 
Pa.; Howard C. Mull, vice-president, Warren Tool Corporation, War- 
ren, Ohio; L. C. Newlands, vice-president, Oregon Portland Cement 
Company, Portland, Ore.; George H. Ostermann, director of traffic, 
The Timken-Detroit Axle Company, Detroit, Mich.; Stuyvesant Pea- 
body, president, Peabody Coal Company, Chicago; J. J. Pelley, presi- 
dent, Association of American Railroads, Washington, D. C.; Fred A. 
Poor, president, Poor & Company, Chicago; A. A. D. Rahn, vice- 
president, Shevlin, Carpenter & Clarke Company, Minneapolis, Minn.; 
George E. Scott, president, American Steel Foundries, Chicago; F. A. 
Theis, president, Simonds-Shields-Lonsdale Grain Company, Kansas 
City, Mo.; Fred E. Warren, rancher, Cheyenne, Wyo.; W. J. Wil- 
liamson, general traffic manager, Sears, Roebuck & Company, Chicago; 
L. R. Clausen, president, J. I. Case Company, Racine, Wis.; Paul 
Shoup, president, Southern Californians, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif.; 
F. I. Kent, director, Bankers’ Trust Company, New York City. 


The board of governors elected the following to the board 
of directors, terms to expire in November, 1941: Messrs. Af- 
fleck, Bigelow, Clausen, J. T. Flieshel, Glenn Frank, Hammond, 
Hine, Hobbs, Ingersoll, Keeshin, Kent, Madden, Mull, Oster- 
mann, Scott and Shoup. 

Paul Smith, vice-president, Swift and Company, Chicago, 
was elected to a two-year directorate. Twenty-eight other 
members hold over with either one or two years more to serve. 
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In his report to the board, Mr. Conn quoted from his re- 
port of two years ago, which pointed out the danger of gov- 
ernment ownership of the railroads, a danger which, he said, 
had become more acute. He spoke of the transportation policy, 
100,000 copies of which he said had been distributed and 
against which there had been little criticism. His report was 
accepted. 

Reports from Mr. Miller, treasurer, and Mr. Poor, chair- 
man of the membership and the budget committees, ware also 
accepted. Mr. Miller’s report showed receipts of $103,000 for 
the year, and expenditures of $97,000. The membership report 
showed an increase of nearly 100 per cent in corporate mem- 
berships and renewals of nearly 95 per cent. The budget sub- 
mitted provided for the expenditure of approximately $7,000 a 
month for the next four months. 

The incumbent officers were reelected, as follows: 


President, Mr. Gordon; corporate vice-presidents, Messrs. Ander- 
son, Hood and Hobbs; executive vice-president, Mr. Conn; treasurer, 
Mr. Miller; secretary and assistant treasurer, Miss E. C. Krogh; 
members of the executive committee, Messrs. Anderson, Blair, Gor- 
don, Gromon, Head, M. L. Fleishel, Abbott, Carr, Hood, Affleck, Glenn 
Frank, Hobbs, Ingersoll, Madden, and M. J. Gormley, executive as- 
sistant, Association of American Railroads. 


The board approved the following committee apointments, 


made at a meeting of the executive committee on the day 
previous: 


Membership: Mr. Affleck, chairman; Messrs. Head, Williamson, 
Abbott, Glenn Frank, Hammond, Mull, and Shoup. Budget: Mr. Poor, 
chairman; Messrs. Gormley and Ingersoll. Research and publication: 
Mr. Dick, chairman; Messrs. Anderson, Head, Madden, and William- 
son. Public relations: Mr. Abbott, chairman; Messrs. Blair, Gromon, 
Pendleton Dudley, secretary, Corn Products Industry Foundation, 
New York City, and Bronson Batchelor, New York City. 


THE PLIGHT OF THE RAILROADS 


(By Thomas F. Woodlock in The Wall Street Journal) 


A few days ago, following the report of the so-called 
Emergency Board on the wage controversy, and the cancella- 
tion by the railroad managers of the wage-reduction notices, 
spokesmen for the Administration and for railroad employes 
united in a promise of cooperation with the managers in a 
comprehensive effort to pull the industry out of its present 
parlous plight. Assurances were given by the Administration 
that the new Congress would be asked to give early attention 
to the problem. Excellent—so far! It will be extremely inter- 
esting to see in what manner this promise will be redeemed. 

In tackling the job of pulling anything out of any plight 
the first thing to do is to ascertain the real nature of that 
plight. The next thing to do is to devise the means of ending it. 
The final thing to do is to take those means. And in the whole 
process it is extremely desirable to concentrate attention on the 
main thing and avoid scattering attention and effort upon un- 
essentials and irrelevancies. 

What, then, is the railroads’ plight? 

The facts are plain. The public is receiving a service today 
which is at least as good as at any time in the entire history 
of the industry; there is no doubt as to that. The men and 
women now employed in the railroad industry are receiving 
rates of wages at least as high as at any time in that history. 
There is no doubt as to that. But the money invested in the 
industry—actual cash expended—is receiving a return gro- 
tesquely inadequate from any point of view. That is the one 
clear fact which is as undeniable as the others. Both railroad 
labor and government recognize it, and profess a willingness 
to remedy it. The problem is one of earnings and expenses. 

It is not a problem of capital structure. We have the 
authority of the Commission for the statement that the actual 
cost of railroad plan less accrued depreciation was on January 
1, 1937, no more than the par value of all the railroad securities 
outstanding in the hands of the public on that date. If these 
securities instead of being a mixture of bonds, preferred stocks 
and common stocks had consisted simply of common stock the 
problem would be the same. Consequently all questions as to 
the financing of the cash spent for railroad plant are definitely 
subordinate—if not irrelevant—to the main question. So, too 
are all questions of individual bankruptcies and reorganizations. 
If there were not a single system in bankruptcy today the 
problem would still be there. Nor can any amount of indi- 
vidual reorganizations effect its solution. Much less can elab- 
orate and expensive investigations into past financial misdeeds 
of bankers, etc. These things have their proper use and place, 
but it is not in the present task. 

That task is to increase the net income of the railroad 
industry, the industry as a whole. It must be attacked through 
gross earnings and operating expenses; everything else is ir- 
relevant. That is the first thing to keep steadfastly in mind, and 
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the next thing is to find ways and means to do it. Whether or 
not the industry can earn an adequate return on its cost we do 
not know. What we do know—let us hope!—is that it must be 
given a fair chance to do so if it can. 

Gross revenues are a function of traffic volume and rates 
for its carriage. In general we need at present a system of 
rates which will produce the largest revenue, subject to ques- 
tions of expense of carriage. The proper rate on anything 
today is that rate which on the volume of traffic carried under 
it produces the maximum net profit to the carrier. That is the 
“just and reasonable” rate prescribed by section 1 of the 
transportation act. Such a rate can be found only by experi- 
mentation. It follows that carriers must be freed for experi- 
mentation in rate making, subject only to exclusion of dis- 
crimination, undue prejudice or preference. There is no escape 
from that conclusion. 

Operating expenses are a function of labor, material, and 
use of plant. Wage rates are fixed and so, in large measure are 
rosters of employment. (Here is where labor might be asked 
to implement its promise of cooperation by overhauling its 
“featherbed rules,” where no questions of safety enter!) Ma- 
terial costs are largely beyond managerial control. The prin- 
cipal opening for economy in expenses lies in the use of plant. 
Here enters the old fetish of competition between carriers and 
here is where government must take a hand. We must ap- 
proach consolidation from a totally new angle, and rid our- 
selves of traditional ideas and superstitions. 

If labor and government mean what they have said they 
must be prepared to “cooperate” on these broad lines. If they 
do, they will open an entirely new chapter in our railroad 
history—a veritable railroad “new deal.” 

Will they? 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Railroads the week ended November 5 loaded 673,333 cars 
of revenue freight, according to the Association of American 
Railroads. This was a decrease of 35,507, or 5 per cent, below 
the preceding week, 55,432, or 7.6 per cent, below the corre- 
sponding week last year, and 261,382, or 28 per cent, below the 
same week in 1930. All districts reported decreases compared 
with the corresponding weeks in 1937 and 1930. Cumulative 
loadings were reported as follows: 1938, 25,663,176; 1937, 
33,031,248; and 1930, 39,905,050. 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended No- 
vember 5 and for the corresponding period last year was re- 
ported as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 7,592 and 7,484; live 
stock, 1,309 and 1,451; coal, 26,664 and 29,762; coke, 1,690 and 2,122; 
forest products, 1,157 and 1,494; ore, 3,104 and 2,366; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 40,298 and 42,878; miscellaneous, 62,596 and 63,796; total, 1938, 
144,410; 1937, 151,353; 1936, 157,442. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,280 and 4,029; live 
stock, 1,026 and 1,005; coal, 28,882 and 33,615; coke, 2,391 and 3,123; 
forest products, 703 and 942; ore, 4,167 and 4,233; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,883 and 29,830; miscellaneous, 51,474 and 55,215; total, 1938, 119,806; 
1937, 131,992; 1936, 149,931. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 316 and 261; live 
stock, 308 and 247; coal, 36,515 and 37,223; coke, 496 and 549; forest 
products, 482 and 594; ore, 238 and 161; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,764 
and 5,824; miscellaneous, 5,689 and 5,264; total, 1938, 49,808; 1937, 
50,123; 1936, 53,159. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 3,031 and 3,630; live 
stock, 976 and 775; coal, 16,043 and 18,922; coke, 324 and 452; forest 
products, 9,780 and 10,919; ore, 986 and 892; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,726 and 29,377; miscellaneous, 38,967 and 44,242; total, 1938, 98,833; 
1937, 109,209; 1936, 108,902. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 10,481 and 11,516; 
live stock, 4,195 and 4,186; coal, 6,949 and 7,804; coke, 1,138 and 1,026; 
forest products, 7,737 and 8,279; ore, 10,857 and 9,753; merchandise, 
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L. C. L., 19,341 and 20,264; miscellaneous, 31,952 and 31,973; total, 1938, 
92,650; 1937, 94,801; 1936, 108,913. 


Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 10,202 and 
11,726; live stock, 9,229 and 8,667; coal, 9,722 and 11,070; coke, 141 and 
189; forest products, 5,027 and 5,651; ore, 3,863 and 5,496; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 25,315 and 26,941; miscellaneous, 52,020 and 59,366; total, 
1938, 115,519; 1937, 129,106; 1936, 118,923. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,565 and 4,782; 
live stock, 2,109 and 2,078; coal, 3,638 and 4,151; coke, 87 and 119; for- 
est products, 3,455 and 4,447; ore, 281 and 393; merchandise, L. C. L., 


11,501 and 12,439; miscellaneous, 27,671 and 33,772; total, 1938, 52,307; 
1937, 62,181; 1936, 62,345. 


Railroads the week ended October 29 loaded 708,840 cars 
of revenue freight (see Traffic World, Nov. 5), according to the 
Association of American Railroads. 

All districts reported decreases compared with the corre- 
sponding weeks in 1937 and 1930. 


1938 1937 1930 

4 weeks in January .........c.ccce0- 2,256,423 2,714,449 3,347,717 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,155,451 2,763,457 3,506,236 
WOWPOORN Fi DEBTOR: ooo ons c ccdiccc ce eee 2,222,864 2,986,166 3,529,907 
| ad eee 2,649,894 3,712,906 4,504,284 
Cee 2,185,822 3,098,632 3,733,385 
ee ee 2,170,984 2,962,219 3,642,357 
i 2,861,762 3,794,249 4,492,300 
4 weeks in August .................. 2,392,040 3,100,590 3,687,319 
4 weeks in September .............. 2,552,621 3,169,421 3,759,533 
Weer Of October 1 .in.c ccc ccc acies 697,938 843,861 950,663 
be eS . ae 702,964 812,258 971,255 
Week Gf October 15 «2.0.2 6.5 ccccscees. 726,612 806,095 954,782 
Wome OF GetOner 22. occ cccicccccccis 705,628 770,156 931,105 
Week of October 20 ........ccccece. 708,840 768,024 959,492 

a6 daira bein bla ddwdk ea cacao 24,989,843 32,302,483 38,970,335 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended Octo- 
peng and for the corresponding period last year was reported 
as follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 8,084 and 7,492; live 
stock, 1,293 and 1,324; coal, 25,784 and 30,377; coke, 1,480 and 1,888; 
forest products, 1,219 and 1,682; ore, 2,520 and 2,375; merchandise, L. 
Cc. L., 40,017 and 44,274; miscellaneous, 61,340 and 66,686; total, 1938, 
141,737; 1937, 156,098; 1936, 165,878. 


Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,418 and 3,944; live 
stock, 1,037 and 834; coal, 30,452 and 34,947; coke, 2,398 and 3,286; for- 
est products, 825 and 1,021; ore, 4,523 and 4,771; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,230 and 30,570; miscellaneous, 52,385 and 59,322; total, 1938, 124,268; 
1937, 138,695; 1936, 159,004. 


Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 286 and 242; live 
stock, 298 and 198; coal, 39,462 and 40,009; coke, 649 and 677; forest 
products, 423 and 515; ore, 374 and 411; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,776 
and 5,948; miscellaneous, 5,942 and 5,284; total, 1938, 53,210; 1937, 
53,284; 1936, 59,957. 


Southern district: Grain and grain products, 4,119 and 3,718; live 
stock, 1,097 and 840; coal, 18,120 and 21,051; coke, 283 and 461; forest 
products, 9,990 and 11,515; ore, 952 and 1,071; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,482 and 29.013; miscellaneous, 39,501 and 45,001; total, 1938, 102,544; 
1937, 112,670; 1936, 114,378. 


Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 12,983 and 12,011; 
live stock, 4,902 and 4,381; coal, 7,933 and 7,835; coke, 1,145 and 1,249; 
forest products, 7,947 and 8,840; ore, 11,379 and 16,052; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 19,376 and 20,656; miscellaneous, 34,400 and 35,267; total, 1938, 
100,065; 1937, 106,291; 1936, 120,409. 


Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 12,682 and 11,- 
835; live stock, 10,243 and 9,861; coal, 10,407 and 11,811; coke, 156 and 
235; forest products, 5,891 and 5,997; ore, 4,557 and 5,765; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 25,494 and 26,813; miscellaneous, 61,832 and 64,211; total, 
1938, 131,262; 1937, 136,528; 1936, 130,023. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 4,334 and 4,825; 
live stock, 2,183 and 1,955; coal, 4,250 and 5,254; coke, 85 and 120; 
forest products, 3,728 and 4,719; ore, 304 and 417; merchandise, L. C. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, Nov. 5 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 39,467 19,152 128,413 
po | ee ee 1937 43,428 18,409 142,547 
1936 29,330 19,077 151,118 
Preceding wek October 29........ 1938 46,906 21,053 136,408 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 4.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 9.1 9.9 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 34.6 4 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 15.0 
1938 1,707,736 586,342 4,499,048 
Cumulative 44 weeks to Nov. 5.. 41937 1,515,852 610,242 5,942,251 
(1936 1,547,052 630,295 5,707,610 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 12.7 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 3.9 24.3 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 10.4 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 7.0 21.2 


Per cent to 15 year average, 79.5. 


L., 11,505 and 12,473; miscellaneous, 29,365 and 34,695; total, 1938, 

55,754; 1937, 64,458; 1936, 64,865. 

Forest Mdse. 
Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
6,267 28,341 23,496 157,828 270,369 673,333 
7,580 32,326 23,294 167,553 293,628 728,765 
11,314 32,541 38,791 168,843 308,601 759,615 
6,196 30,023 24,609 158,880 284,765 708,840 
9 
17.3 12.3 5.8 7.9 7.6 
s 

44.6 12.9 39.4 6.5 12.4 11.4 
219,832 1,205,389 760,114 6,541,680 10,143,035 25,663,176 
458,577 1,632,396 2,128,495 7,324,404 13,419,031 33,031,248 
391,335 1,421,853 1,506,419 7,027,055 12,257,161 30,488,780 
52.1 26.2 64.3 10.7 24.4 22.3 
43.8 15.2 49.5 6.9 17.2 15.8 
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158 Tons of 
“Bridgework on the Move’ 


@ Ever seen a bridge—rolling? Here’s part of one—girders 135 feet 
long rolling on special cars over Erie tracks. Today this 158-ton bit 
of “bridgework” helps support traffic over a half-mile gap. 


An unusual shipment? Not at all! Erie is frequently called upon to 

carry heavy, bulky freight like this. That’s because manufacturers 
have learned even the big, bulky loads get safe, swift passage 
through the high, wide clearances of America’s “Heavy Duty Rail- 
road.” . 


Try Erie on your next shipment— whatever it may be. Get the ben- 
efit of the fast, safe, economical service that’s made Erie “First in 
Freight.” 
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Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, October 29 


Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1938 21,053 136,408 
rn re PR. cca wck abun 1937 44,067 19,393 151,284 
; | 1936 33,612 21,966 164,598 
Preceding week October 22........ 1938 46,496 21,308 127,992 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 6.4 8.6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 9.8 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 39.6 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 4.2 17.1 
1938 1,668,269 567,190 4,370,635 
Cumulative 43 weeks to Oct. 29. J 1937 1,472,424 591,833 5,799,704 
(1936 1,517,722 611,218 5,556,492 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 13.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 4.2 24.6 
Per cent increase over ........... 1936 9.9 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1936 7.2 21.3 


Per cent to 15 year average, 80.1. 
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Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C. L. Miscellaneous Total 
6,196 30,023 24,609 158,880 248,765 708,840 
7,916 34,289 30,862 169,747 310,466 768,024 
11,033 36,379 40,567 170,927 335,432 814,514 
5,722 32,422 28,064 159,437 284,187 705,628 
21.7 12.4 20.3 6.4 8.3 7.7 
43.8 17.5 39.3 7.0 15.1 13.0 
213,565 1,177,048 736,618 6,383,852 9,872,666 24,989,843 
450,997 1,600,070 2,105,201 7,156,851 13,125,403 32,302,483 
380,021 1,389,312 1,467,628 6,858,212 11,948,560 29,729,165 
52.6 26.4 65.0 10.8 24.8 22.6 
43.8 15.3 49.8 6.9 17.4 15.9 





RAILROAD EARNINGS 


The Commission’s monthly compilation of operating rev- 
enues and operating expenses of Class I railroads for Septem- 
ber, 1938, and the nine months ended with September, in com- 


parison with like periods of 1937, follows: 


September 
1938 
Miles of road operated at close of month.. 234,423 
Revenues: 
DEE 236 5c Unlesbbesathussssewan eee $ 261,302,843 
NOI oo rien Cie abi pike baeene 34,427,270 
DETR cc vatsGkshhbehtebhes sas vacees 7,594, 708 
DES: cc NSSch bee eusebaueebeshakeek 4,958,827 
All other operating revenues ......... 14,311,241 
Railway operating revenues ...... $ 322,594,889 
Expenses: 
Maintenance of way and structures.... 41,397,695 
Maintenance of equipment............ 56,386,442 
DEG. <ci. Sins shakenea hws be si een sieee 8,225,215 
Transportation—Rail line ............ 112,330,281 
Transportation—Water line .......... 336,850 
Miscellaneous operations ............. 3,338,440 
PE cect ce edu tua e keke ecu h ees eb 10,323,710 
Transportation for investment—Cr. ... 298,448 
Railway operating expenses....... $ 232,040,185 
Net revenue from railway operations...... 90,554,704 
PROMO GRE BOLTURIG 2 oc ciccwccvccwsesecves 29,343,887 
Railway operating income ........ $ 61,210,817 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance ............ 7,897,076 
Joint facility rent—Dr. balance ......... 2,951,988 
Net railway operating income..... $ 50,361,753 
Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent).. 71.9 
Depreciation included in operating ex- 
cco se beeehuwssaeeestoeeae'n 6s ee 16,858,614 
Pe .-  ivce cg couse sbukecabensenae 8,504,296 
ee rere er Te Te 20,839,591 
Nine Months 
1938 
Miles of road operated at close of month*. 234,679 
Revenues: 
SS eee er re $2,048,860,383 
ee PO ee eee 306,299, 343 
ee ee rer 69,086,340 
PUG. 5s540054assneskbberbow peoeene ° 33,948,876 
All other operating revenues ......... 115,836,867 
Railway operating revenues ...... $2,574,031,809 
Expenses: 
Maintenance of way and structures.... 313,833,742 
Maintenance of equipment............ 496,960,797 
PE: Cc otGnee bee wenasbabeasebse en's 76,791,719 
Transportation—Rail line ............ 1,002,670,412 
Transportation—Water line .......... 3,510,628 
Miscellaneous operations ............. 28,459,317 
Pi con sWwi ce chbekvs’ cin usb see sie 96,010,881 
Transportation for investment—Cr. ... 2,378,756 
Railway operating expenses....... $2,015,858,740 
Net revenue from railway operations...... 558,173,069 
I GE BE onc n cseccnscconeend -. 255,625,988 
Railway operating income ........ $ 302,547,081 
Equipment rents—Dr. balance ............ 70,966,744 
Joint faiclity rent—Dr. balance .......... 26,506,680 


Net railway operating income..... $ 205,073,657 
Ratio of expenses to revenues (per cent).. 78.3 


Depreciation included in operating ex- 

ND ckin -565h65 Seesdbhpeuebswnnesens 151,599,050 
of ee ee Tr rt er 73,693,639 
ee ce Ci steak se barker oes es 181,932,349 


1937 
235,309 


$ 293,824,762 
38,734,466 
7,825,482 
5,143,989 
17,542,152 


$ 363,070,851 
45,349,166 


598,113 


$ 262,711,697 
100,359,154 
29,641,922 


$ 70,717,232 
7,960,419 
3,135,629 


$ 59,621,184 
72.4 


16,566,879 
6,801,605 
22,840,317 


1937 
235,598 


$2,580,960,145 
334,048,245 
71,166,146 
43,584,569 
144,882,484 


$3,174,641,589 


i 
to 


*Represents an average of the mileage reported at the close of each 


month within the period. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


Revenue traffic statistics of Class I steam railways, exclu- 
sive of switching and terminal companies, compiled from the 
reports of carriers by the Commission’s Bureau of Statistics 
for August, 1938, compared with those for August, 1937, and 
for the eight months ended with August, 1938 and 1937, follow: 


August 
AGGREGATES 1938 
1. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, freight Service® ....cccscccees 233,260 
2. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, passenger service ........... 173,769 
3. Number of revenue tons carried ....... 123,094,899 
4. Number of revenue tons carried one 
ror 25,235,947 
5. Freight revenue (whole dollars) ........ $253, 186,762 
6. Number of revenue passengers carried: 
6-01. Commutation passengers ...... 19,209,506 
6-02. All other passengers ........... 19,034,970 
RE” ea ee ee ere 38,244,476 
7. Number of revenue passengers carried 
one mile: 
7-01. Commutation passengers ...... 349,685,234 
7-02. All other passengers ........... 1,626,660,878 
SSC ese Gulia s A ac 6 ke ¥-w o00 0's 1,976,346,112 
8. Passenger revenue (whole dollars) 
8-01. Commutation fares ............ $3,501,929 
ee ae $32,782,030 
atin ate Sali nies i whe nn'na waa ae $36,283,959 
9. Passenger service train revenue (whole 
RR Ree a eee $49,634,532 
2D. Pemmpeneer COOIMIMNSS 2.0.2 sccccsecccias 33,599,508 
eee 141,844,027 
AVERAGES 
FREIGHT TRAFFIC: 
12. Miles per revenue ton per road ... 205.0 
13. Revenue per ton-mile (cents) ...... 1.003c 
14. Revenue per ton per road (dollars). $2.06 
COMMUTATION PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-01. Miles per passenger per road ...... 18.2 
16-01. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.00c 
17-01. Revenue per passenger per road 
PD ‘cnt Foote ace ens h.os aa ean 6 $0.18 
ALL OTHER PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-02. Miles per passenger per road ...... 85.5 
16-02. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 2.02¢c 
17-02. Revenue per passenger per road $1.72 
ee eee 
TOTAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-03 Miles per passenger per road ...... 51.7 
16-03. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.84¢ 
17-03. Revenue per passenger per road 
NED. ind in ccc w i chs ORs 50 oa-0 oes $0.95 
18. Revenue passenger-miles per train- 
| eS eee rn Pre 58.8 
19. Revenue passenger-miles per car- 
ew ks isha Genes phan xanseus ee 13.9 
Eight Months 
AGGREGATES 1938 
1. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, freight service® ............. 233,514 
2. Miles of road operated at close of 
month, passenger service* ........... 174,020 
3. Number of revenue tons carried ....... 860,856,579 
4. Number of revenue tons carried one 
ee ee 181,531,066 
5. Freight revenue (whole dollars) ........ $1,784,885,775 
6. Number of revenue passengers carried: 
6-01. Commutation passengers ...... 156,373,878 
6-02. All other passengers ........... 148,227,964 
| REE Ee ee hee 304,601,842 


1937 


234,097 


175,494 
162,913,343 


30,753,897 
$288,854,313 


19,790,638 
23,867,486 
43,658,124 


356,146,105 
2,072,969,698 
2,429,115,803 


$3,523,409 
$38,007,201 
$41,530,610 


$54,948,278 


35,851,925 
156,479,390 


188.8 
0.939¢ 
$1.77 


18.0 
0.99¢ 
$0.18 


1937 


234,390 


175,517 
1,229,953,157 


243,265,452 
$2,283,867,999 


165,238,231 
168,341,435 
333,579,666 
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7. Number of revenue passengers carried 
one mile: 


7-01. Commutation passengers 2,677,207,261 


2,771, 289,534 


7-02. All other passengers ........... 11,979,073,807 13,766,024,768 
2 re rT re 14,656,281,068 16,537,314,302 
8. Passenger revenue (whole dollars) 
8-01. Commutation fares ............ $27,017,724 $27,998, 365 
A Oa Se $244,672,654 $267,134,900 
ea er eee ee ee $271,690,378 $295,133, 265 
9. Passenger service train revenue (whole 
0 ee eer ee ere $376, 302,217 $413,167,246 
10. Passenger train-miles .................. 266,072,791 279,389,377 
pe eee ore reer re 1,106,326,329 1,176,772,325 
AVERAGES 
FREIGHT TRAFFIC: 
12. Miles per revenue ton per road ... 210.9 197.8 
13. Revenue per ton-mile (cents) ...... 0.983¢ 0.939¢ 
14. Revenue per ton per road (dollars). $2.07 $1,86 
COMMUTATION PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-01. Miles per passenger per road ...... 17.1 16.8 
16-01. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.01¢c 1.01¢ 
17-01. Revenue per passenger per road 
REE ee eee ee $0.17 $0.17 
ALL OTHER PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-02. Miles per passenger per road ...... 80.8 81.8 
16-02. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 2.04c 1.94¢ 
17-02. Revenue per passenger per road 
NER, ut bagonseenkes $1.65 $1.59 
TOTAL PASSENGER TRAFFIC: 
15-03 Miles per passenger per road ...... 48.1 49.6 
16-03. Revenue per passenger-mile (cents) 1.85¢ 1.78¢ 
17-03. Revenue per passenger per road 
ES err Sa prreee $0.89 $0.88 
18. Revenue passenger-miles per train- 
ME: cdeanké Gere wenen send ne eamee 55.1 59.2 
19. Revenue passenger-miles per car- 
D> VwahieS cebneconemahee Caos ares 13.2 14.1 


*Represents an average of the mileage reported at the close of each 
month within the period. 


RAILROAD RESEARCH 


Large-scale research aimed at greater safety, improved 
service and increased efficiency and economy in railway opera- 
tion feature annual reports of the Association of American 
Railroads, says an association statement. 

This research, much of which is carried on jointly by the 
railroads and the manufacturers of railway equipment, ranges 
from study of the behavior of track under heavy rolling loads 
to such things as the testing of containers in which mer- 
chandise is shipped, the reports showed, according to the state- 
ment. 

Among the more important projects is that dealing with 
steel rails, the Association’s Operations and Maintenance 
Department pointed out. Investigation and detection of rail de- 
fects, better ways of rolling and treating rails, improvement 
in design and construction of rail joints and testing the strength 
and reliability of continuous welding of rails are engaging the 
attention of the Engineering Division. This division is also 
obtaining basic informaton about stresses in railroad track. 

The causes and prevention of the cracking of boiler shells 
are being determined by the association under a cooperative 
agreement with the United States Bureau of Mines, a report 
stated. Methods are being sought to prevent corrosion of track 
and equipment from brine drippings from refrigerator cars. 
Comprehensive research is being conducted by the Signal 


Section to enhance safety and expedition in handling railway 
traffic. 


Experiments are being made on axles, couplers, draft gears, 
wheels, power brakes and other parts of cars and locomotives 
by the association’s Mechanical Division, it was said. 


A special committee is working on the further develop- 
ment of the reciprocating steam locomotive. Its report, to be 
made after exhaustive tests, will assist the railroads on new 
designs of locomotives for the future and on the modernization 
of present types. 

To permit the operation of locomotives at higher speeds, 
as well as to reduce the stresses in the track, the counter- 
balancing of existing locomotives is being studied by the 
association’s mechanical engineer in cooperation with the 
Committee on Locomotive Construction and a number of the 
member roads, the reports declared. 

In the past year, a statement covering the performance of 
various air filters on railroad passenger cars was prepared. 
These filters purify the air and keep the cars cleaner and more 
healthful. Temperature and humidity control are among the 
subjects now being studied in connection with air-conditioning. 

An inclined impact testing device which simulates stresses 
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and strains received by a shipment in handling and in transit 
is being used by the Freight Container Bureau to measure the 
protective value of containers. 

Development and introduction of better and cheaper ways 
of packing and loading various kinds of general merchandise 
and perishables, ranging from mirrors to watermelons, was 
reported by the Freight Container Bureau. 


LAND GRANT DEDUCTIONS 


Without any explanation other than that they had no de- 
sire to offer any further justification than had been submitted, 
the railroads have asked the Commission for permission to 
cancel their proposal to make land grant deductions inappli- 
cable on shipments of exhibits by the government to fairs and 
expositions, and make the cancellation effective on one day’s 
notice. Application under the sixth section was made by Agent 
L. E. Kipp. The schedules making land grant deductions in- 
applicable were suspended by the Commission in I. and S. No. 
4525, land grant deductions on government exhibits (see Traffic 
World, Sept. 3, p. 431). The Kipp application is for permis- 
sion to cancel the -tariffs therein suspended without observing 
all the technicalities of tariff publication. 

The tariff provision which Kipp’s application if granted 
would cover, says that “shipments covered by government bills 
of lading will be handled at published tariff rates subject to 
land grant deductions or at the reduced basis herein applied 
to the published tariff rates (not subject to land grant deduc- 
tions), whichever results in the lower charge.” The provision 
which is to be cancelled applies to shipments between points 
in the territory lying west of the Indiana-Illinois state line and 
the Mississippi River. Request for permission is contained in 
Kipp’s sixth section application No. 2604. 


LAND GRANT DEDUCTION RULING 


A claim of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy for $1.02 as 
the balance due it for transportation for the government of a 
shipment of tools and iron nuts from Rock Island, IIl., to 
Denver, Colo., December 23, 1937, has been disallowed by 
R. N. Elliott, acting comptroller general of the United States. 

The claim, according to the ruling, rested on the fact that 
the carrier did not include in the amount subject to land grant 
deduction charges for pick-up and delivery service. The acting 
comptroller general ruled that the land grant deduction should 
have been figured on the total charges, including the charges 
for pick-up and delivery service. 

Mr. Elliott said the War Department disbursing officer 
made payment of the charges in the net amount of $32.84, 
derived through deduction for land grant from the gross 
charges east and west of Atchison, Kan., such gross charges not 
being first diminished by deduction of any amount as for the 
pick-up and delivery charges. 


Charges were claimed by the Burlington in the net amount 
of $33.86 for the shipment on the basis of dividing the com- 
mercial charge of $46.69 over Atchison, Kan., and deducting 
$1.80 from the earnings east of that point, and a like amount 
from the earnings west, before taking out for land grant, 
according to the comptroller. He said the deduction of $1.80 
east of Atchison, thus treated in the Burlington bill as not 
being subject to deduction for land grant, was shown on the 
bill as “R. R. Pick-up five cents” and likewise the deduction of 


$1.80 west of Atchison, similarly treated, was shown as “R. R. 
Dely five cents.” 


“In other words,” said the comptroller to the Burlington, 
“your bill for the service in question excluded from the gross 
charges for the shipment five cents per cwt. on the total 
weight as for pick-up service at origin and a like amount as 
for delivery service at destination, before making deduction 
for land grant, and added back the pick-up and delivery charges 


to the net land-grant charges derived from the balance. . 
It is noted you state: 


The pick-up and/or delivery service as authorized in W. T. L. 
336 has the effect of extending the scope of the rate beyond the plat- 
forms or depots at origin or destination. Item 40 specifies the area 
in which the pick-up and/or delivery service will be accorded. Items 
100 and 110 provide that carriers will perform this service when con- 
signor or consignee notifies them that the service is desired. Item 
220, paragraph H specifies that the service will be by highway vehicle 
only. Item 220 makes other various provisions, one of which is 
that when the consignor or consignee performs the service, they 
will be allowed 5 cents per cwt. 

Your file A-82869 of January 26, 1937, in connection with L. & N. 
R. R. bill 19174-70; states, that where the service is performed by 
the consignor or the consignee on a government shipment this 5 cents 
must be deducted and land grant applied on the balance. This decision 
recognizes the fact that land grant does not apply beyond the rail 
termini of the carrier. You further state that where the contract 
drayman of the carrier performs the service, then the land grant 
should be applied on the gross. Your statements are in conflict. If 
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the land grant does not apply @eyond the rail termini of the road 
haul carrier on shipments picked up and/or delivered by the United 
States government, then it does not apply beyond the termini of the 
carrier on shipments picked up and/or delivered by contract drayman. 


“The situation appears to be that under rates published as 
applying from Rock Island, Ill., to Denver, Colo., the pertinent 
tariff provides for the performance, by the carrier, of pick- 
up service from points within specified limits from its freight 
depot at origin and for delivery service by the carrier to points 
within specified limits from its freight depot at destination, 
such service to and from the carrier’s depots to be performed 
without additional charges,’ said Mr. Elliott. “The tariff 
further provides that if the consignor or consignee elects to 
perform the pick-up or delivery service an allowance of five 
cents per hundredweight will be made to the party performing 
such service. As noted hereinabove the record in the present 
matter indicates that both the pick-up service at origin and the 
delivery service at destination were performed by the carrier 
so that the provision for five cents per hundredweight as an 
allowance to the consignor or consignee for such service would 
have no application. The published through rate therefore ap- 
plied from the point of pick-up to the point of delivery and there 
is no tariff or proper divisional authority for the segregation 
of five cents at origin and five cents at destination as accruing 
out of said through rate for the pick-up service or the delivery 
service performed by the carrier or by a contract drayman 
as its agent.” 

Mr. Elliott cited a former comptroller general's decision to 
the effect that where no separate charge was made for bridge, 
transfer or terminal service, but the expenses thereof were 
borne by the transportation company as a part of its operating 
expenses, the charge could not be considered as separate and 
distinct from the charges of the transportation company for its 
services, but must be regarded as included in and as part of 
the said service treated as an entirety, and for which the 
transportation charge, was allowed. 

There was no separate charge assessable against the 
shipper or consignee for the pick-up or the delivery service per- 
formed by the carrier on shipments moving under the rates 
here concerned, said he. On the contrary, said he, the through 
rate included the pick-up and the delivery service without addi- 
tional charge. 

Mr. Elliott said the situation that maintained where the 
carrier, or a drayman as its agent, performed the pick-up and 
delivery service, was different from that in which the govern- 
ment as consignor and consignee performed both the pick-up 
and the delivery service, and added. 


In the latter situation the service performed by the carrier be- 
gins with acceptance of the shipment at the origin freight depot and 
terminates with the delivery of the shipment at the destination freight 
depot, decreasing the commercial charges computed on the basis of 
the through rate by the amount of the allowances accruing by reason 
of the pickup and delivery service performed by the government, 
leaves the difference as the compensation remaining to the carrier 
commercially for the depot to depot transportation service performed. 
The fact that in such circumstances land-grant deduction is computed 
on the basis of the difference so remaining affords no basis for deduct- 
ing five cents per hundredweight from the charges computed on the 
basis of the through rate, before taking out land grant, where no 
allowances for pick-up and delivery services are involved. 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Inter- 
national Association of Machinists; International Brotherhood 
of Blacksmiths, Drop Forgers and Helpers; Sheet Metal 
Workers International Association; International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers and International Brotherhood of Fire- 
men and Oilers, Helpers, Roundhouse and Railway Shop La- 
borers, operating through the railway employes’ department, 
A. F. of L., have been authorized to represent respectively the 
crafts or classes of machinists, blacksmiths, molders, electrical 
workers, their apprentices and helpers, and power house em- 
ployes and railway shop laborers, employes of the Great 
Northern Railway Co., for the purposes of the railway labor 
act. 

The board has further certified that the Associated Organi- 
zations of Shop Craft Employes, Great Northern Railway, has 
been authorized to represent boilermakers, sheet metal workers, 
and carmen (including coach cleaners), their apprentices and 
helpers, employes of the Great Northern, for the purposes of 
the railway labor act. 

The board has also certified that the Associated Organi- 
zations of Shop Craft Employes, Great Northern, has been au- 
thorized to represent machinists, sheet metal workers (includ- 
ing molders), electrical workers, and carmen (including coach 
cleaners), the apprentices and helpers of the foregoing; and 
the International Brotherhood of Firemen and Oilers, Helpers, 
Roundhouse and Railway Shop Laborers, operating through the 
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railway employes’ department, A. F. of L., to represent power 
house employes and railway shop laborers at the King Street 
Station, Seattle, Wash., for the purposes of the railway labor 
act. The board said that in the craft or class of blacksmiths, 
their apprentices and helpers, no certification was made for 
the reason that no organization or individual received a ma- 
jority vote. ; 

The board has also announced dismissal of the application 
of the Switchmen’s Union of North America to have its repre- 
sentation extended to include Delaware, Lackawanna & West- 
ern yard conductors (yard foremen) and yard brakemen (yard 
helpers) covering all employes engaged in transfer service, 
work train, and all extra work between East Buffalo and Black 
Rock, Abbott Road, Nickel Plate Junction and Erie Street, 
New York; also transfer or tunnel runs between Hoboken and 
Secaucus, N. J. The board said there was no dispute among 
the yardmen and switchtenders now represented by the Switch- 
men’s Union of North America. The union, it said, merely 
desired to extend its representation to include the transfer men 
who were now classified as road conductors and road brake- 
men under the agreement between the Order of Railway Con- 
ductors, the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, and the carrier. 
The board said the facts and the issues in this case were sub- 
stantially the same as those in Case No. R-218, Chicago & 
North Western Railway Co., decided October 6, 1938, and the 
ruling must be the same. 

The National Labor Relations Board has announced it has 
ordered the Missouri, Kansas & Oklahoma Coach Lines, Tulsa, 
Okla., to bargain collectively with the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, as exclusive representative of its approximately 50 
bus drivers, and to cease discouraging membership in the 
Brotherhood and in International Association of Machinists, 
affiliated with the A. F. of L. 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 

Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, at the middle of October, 1938, totaled 
975,625, a decrease of 12.55 per cent compared with October, 
1937, and an increase of 1.43 per cent compared with Septem- 
ber, 1938, according to a compilation made by the Commis- 
sion’s Bureau of Statistics. 

Executives, officials and staff assistants numbered 11,790, 
a decrease of 4.57 per cent compared with October, 1937, and 
a decrease of .25 per cent compared with September, 1938. 
Professional, clerical, and general employes totaled 161,752, a 
decrease of 8.87 per cent compared with October, 1937, and an 
increase of .54 per cent compared with September, 1938. Main- 
tenance of way and structures employes numbered 212,026, a 
decrease of 9.91 per cent compared with October, 1937, and 
an increase of .62 per cent compared with September, 1938. 
Maintenance of equipment and stores employes numbered 
245,466, a decrease of 18.63 per cent compared with October, 
1937, and an increase of 1.94 per cent compared with Septem- 
ber, 1938. Transportation employes (other than train, engine 
and yard) totaled 125,119, a decrease of 7.73 per cent com- 
pared with October, 1937, and an increase of .93 per cent com- 
pared with September, 1938. Transportation employes (yard- 
masters, switchtenders and hostlers) totaled 11,902, a decrease 
of 11.66 per cent compared with October, 1937, and an increase 
of 2.10 per cent compared with September, 1938. Transporta- 
tion employes (train and engine service) numbered 207,570, a 
decrease of 13.38 per cent compared with October, 1937, and 
an increase of 2.75 per cent compared with September, 1938. 


GOVERNMENT TRAFFIC 


The claims division of the General Accounting office of the 
federal government has made a compilation showing that, for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1938, the government’s trans- 
portation bill amounted to $64,340,821.41. 

No break-down of the figures was made to show how much 
went to railroads or other transportation agencies used. 

Of the $64,340,821.41, $47,857,155.77 was for transportation 
of property and $16,483,665.64 for the transportation of persons. 

The compilation, covering the fiscal years 1928 to 1938, 
inclusive, reveals the substantial increase in the volume of 
government transportation business since the advent of the 
New Deal alphabetical activities. 

In the fiscal year ended June 30, 1928, the total govern- 
ment transportation bill was $25,797,108.36. It increased each 
year until 1933, when it dropped to $26,451,312.72. In 1934, 
however, it jumped to $30,270,167.40; in 1935 to $37,071,012.30; 
in 1936 to $50,133,052.86, and in 1937 to $60,128,781.41, with 
1938 topping the preceding years with $64,340,821.41. The 
total in 1929 was $26,394,795.36; in 1930, $29,275,484.19; in 1931, 
$29,881,537.32; and in 1932, $29,549,150.71. 

For the eleven years covered by the compilation the total 
amount paid for transportation was $409,293,224.04, of which 
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$243,492,235.57 was for freight and $165,800,988.47 for pas- 
sengers. 

The number of freight “units” in the fiscal year 1938 was 
451,647, each “unit” averaging about five shipments, it is under- 
stood, while the number of passenger “units,” each unit aver- 
aging about seven persons, was 206,163, making around 
1,400,000 persons moved at government expense in the fiscal 
year 1938. In 1928 the total number of passenger “units” was 
125,507. 

By years the number of freight “units” was as follows: 
1928, 111,894; 1929, 110,319; 1930, 126,845; 1931, 149,019; 1932, 
149,004; 1933, 147,822; 1934, 152,986; 1935, 187,254; 1936, 282,- 
851; 1937, 374,536, and 1938, 451,647. ; 

The number of passenger “units” was as follows: 1928, 
125,507; 1929, 127,811; 1930, 135,965; 1931, 143,478; 1932, 158,- 
198; 1933, 132,712; 1934, 110,074; 1935, 151,743; 1936, 178,367; 
1937, 201,527, and 1938, 206,163. 


WHY THE ADVISORY BOARDS? 
Editor The Traffic World: 

Your editorial in the Nov. 5 issue under the heading, “Why 
the Advisory Boards?” is very timely. 

The writer was the first chairman of the Southwest Ship- 
pers Advisory Board at a time when there was real congestion 
of traffic on the rails and real need for such an organization 
as the advisory boards, but for several years I have been of 
the opinion that the advisory boards are a rather useless 
appendage and an expense to both carriers and shippers which 
is unjustified. 

In regard to the present railroad crisis, it is my view that 
the rail carriers should be practically turned loose so far as 
regulation is concerned. The rails are no longer a transporta- 
tion monopoly. They have got competition of all kinds and I 
see no immediate prospect of any change for the better in that 
respect. 

The only regulation the carriers should have at the present 
time is one against discrimination, and that should apply to all 
carriers alike. If the country insists on continuing its railroad 
guardianship, then it must be prepared to provide for its 
ward; I see no other alternative. 

The rail carriers should have an absolutely free hand in 
regard to their rates, provided they do not discriminate; in 
regard to their pooling of traffic or revenue, or both; in regard 
to abandonments and consolidations; and they should be en- 
couraged in every other way to bring about economies which 
will enable them to continue in business as private instru- 
mentalities. 

If these privileges are not given to the rail carriers and not 
availed of by them, then the end of our privately owned and 
operated railroads is almost in sight. 

J. H. Johnston, Secy.-Treas. and Traffic Manager, 

Oklahoma Cottonseed Crushers’ Assn. 

Oklahoma City, Okla., Nov. 8, 1938. 


TRUCK TONNAGE AND SUBSIDY 


Editor The Traffic World: 

You hold it conservative to say that trucks haul 20 per 
cent of the total freight tonnage. Even if you included the 
hauling that is moved direct to rail, in which trucks are purely 
an accessory, it won’t amount to a small fraction of that. 

As to subsidy for motor transportation—you suggest an 
investigation as to the amount of it. Certainly, nothing is easier 
to arrive at than the indisputable fact that trucks and busses, 
never for a day since they started operating, have enjoyed one 
red cent of subsidy and that trucking, of all the forms of trans- 
portation, remains the one form that is not. 

That is so easily established that, if there is to be any fair- 
ness in leveling off one form of transportation against another, 
that phase of it could, once and for all time, be placed on the 
shelf. No, you don’t say trucks are subsidized. Neither do you 
say they are not. But it takes no investigation to prove defi- 
nitely and conclusively that they definitely are not but in many 
states actually pay the states (owners of the highways) even 
greater cash dividends than the rails paid the private promot- 
ers years ago. 

From the financial standpoint, how can you approach it? 

In this small state I can show you a million in worn out 
competitive tools that are carried along for competitive reasons 
when there is not a chance ever to realize a nickel on them— 
worn out ferry boats mortgaged in the thousands of dollars 
—fiour mills that pull freight five hundred miles out of the 
beaten path to keep an account—a city trimmed of millions in 
freight rates, to protect an expensive rail property investment 
—impossible lumber mills given ruinous rates to protect to 
rail loans to the mills—expensive mountain camps where cus- 
tomers and politicians are entertained at high cost and charged 
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to railroading—and all in one little corner of the states. Multi- 
ply this over the nation and figure what is the matter—not 
with the railroads—but with their ideas and attitude towards 
everything else in the country. 

Ralph J. Staehli, Executive Secretary, 


Allied Truck Owners, Ine. 
Portland, Ore., Nov. 3, 1938. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE CLAIMS 


Effective December 1, claims for loss and damage to car- 
load shipments of fresh fruits, vegetables, and melons in excess 
of $20 will be examined at offices of the freight claim division 
of the Association of American Railroads to be set up at New 
York, Chicago, and Atlanta, Ga. Heretofore such claims have 
been examined by special representatives of the division in the 
office of the claim agent paying the claim. Under the new 
arrangement, the central offices will adjust the claims in ac- 
cordance with the standard practices and principles of the 
division and will make distribution of the claim expense among 
the lines involved in accordance with the division’s rules. 
Claims found to have been paid wholly or in part contrary to 
the principles and practices will be returned to the paying car- 
rier disapproved and no distribution will be made of that 
part to which there has been exception. 

“Through this method of carefully examining all claims 
paid for amounts in excess of $20, it is believed that greater 
uniformity in the handling of these claims will be established 
and to this extent both the carriers and the industry will bene- 
fit,’ said C. H. Dietrich, executive vice-chairman of the freight 
claim division, “the carriers, through knowing that all mem- 
ber lines of the Association of American Railroads will be 
handling this character of freight claims along uniform lines 
with their patrons, and the industry, to the extent that the 
individual dealers, both shippers and receivers, will be receiv- 
ing fair and equitable adjustments of their losses and that 
no individual, firm, or group of firms will be given any ad- 
vantages over their neighbors.” 


BOOK POSTAGE AND EXPRESS REVENUE 

The reduction in postage rates on books, from the regular 
parcels post scale to a flat rate of 1% cents a pound, effective 
November 1, will reduce the gross revenues of the Railway 
Express Agency by about $500,000 a year, according to an esti- 
mate made by the traffic department of the agency. The prac- 
tice of publishers and booksellers has been to ship books by 
parcels post for distances up to the point where the express zone 
rates were less than the postal rates, and by express to points 
farther distant. The agency’s traffic department estimated that 
approximately 2,000,000 such express shipments were made 
yearly, at an average charge of 25 cents. Practically all of this 
traffic, they expect, will now move in the mails. 


ADVERTISING ON PRIVATE CARS 

Effective January 1, 1940, interchange rules of the Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads will be amended to prohibit the 
acceptance in interchange of privately owned cars bearing ad- 
vertisements of any shipper, consignee, or product, according to 
an announcement made by the general committee of the operat- 
ing-transportation division of the A. A. R. The prohibition will 
be established in compliance with the Commission’s views in 
Use of Privately Owned Refrigerator Cars, 201 I. C. C. 323, 382. 


CAR SURPLUS REPORT 
Class I railroads in the period October 1-14, inclusive, had 
an average daily surplus of 139,436 cars, as compared with 
169,432 cars in the preceding period, according to the car serv- 


ice division of the Association of American Railroads. It was 
made up.as follows: Plain box, 54,693; auto box, 12,577; total 
box, 67,270; flat, 7,146; gondola, 25,340; hopper, 15,335; total 


coal, 40,675; coke, 536; S. D. stock, 15,139; D. D. stock, 1,945; 
refrigerator, 5,693; tank, 197, and miscellaneous, 835. Canadian 
roads reported a surplus of 7,612 cars, as compared with 7,405 
cars in the preceding period, made up of 5,500 plain box, 750 
auto box, 400 flat, 200 gondola, 350 S. D. stock, 225 refrigerator, 
and 187 miscellaneous. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 


The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 88982, Sub. No. 1, Frisco Transportation Co., Seneca- 
Springfield extension, as of Oct. 28; Ex Parte MC 12, con- 
tracts of contract carriers, as of Oct. 24; Ex Parte MC 9, in 
the matter of filing of contracts by contract carriers, as of Oct. 
24; MC 38, Sub. No. 1, Delbert Aikens, Indianapolis-Osgood 
extension, as of Oct. 24; MC 128, Sub. No. 1, Henry Zottola, 
extension of operations, Baltimore and Washington, as of Oct. 
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27; MC 1534, Sub. No. 5, O. C. Stinson, Eldorado-La Junta 
extension, as of Oct. 25; MC 7793, New York & New Jersey 
Coast Line, Inc., common carrier application, as of Oct. 21; MC 
10188, Sub. No. 1, Roscoe W. Martin, extension of operations, 
as of Oct. 21; MC 16007, Sub. No. 1, J. R. Gonseth and A. G. 
Moore, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 19341, 
H. A. Taylor, common carrier application, as of Oct. 21; MC 
30232, J. A. Mannooch, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
24; MC 32582, Sub. No. 1, G. W. Shuler, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of Oct. 25; MC 34739, Sub. No. 1, Dallas-Celina-Sher- 
man Bus Line, Inc., extension to Madill, Okla., as of Oct. 27; MC 
35013, Sub. No. 1, Gerald J. Landers, extension of operations, 
Lebanon, N. H., and White River Junction, Vt., as of Oct. 24; 
MC 39653, Sub. No. 1, Harry B. Gibbs, extension Washington, 
as of Oct. 22; MC 50034, Sub. No. 1, Saunders & Douglass Motor 
Freight Service, Inc., extension of operations, as of Oct. 25; 
MC 59765, Sub. No. 1, Max Loebel, extension of operations, as 
of Sept. 1; MC 63517, Sub. No. 2, Petroleum Carrier Corpora- 
tion, Augusta extension, as of Oct. 22; MC 73567, Columbia 
Basin Transportation Co., common carrier application, as of 
Oct. 24; MC 75874, Sub. No. 1, Boston & Maine Transportation 
Co., extension of operations, as of Oct. 21; MC 80487, Star Dray 
and Transfer Co., Inc., broker application, as of Oct. 22; MC 
84685, Sub. No. 3, Nance Bus Lines, Oklahoma and Arkansas 
extensions, as of Oct. 24; MC 86410, Donald R. Feill, common 
carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 86414, William H. Nichols, 
common carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 88086, Charles 
Lo Frisco, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 22; MC 
88536, Shirley Palmer, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 
25; MC 88689, Joseph L. McCorry, Jr., contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of Oct. 24; MC 88723, Benjamin Jacobs, contract carrier 


application, as of Oct. 24; MC 91811, Sub. No. 2, Milton K. 
Morris, extension of operations, as of Oct. 24; MC 88857, Sub. 
No. 1, Owen Milton Collett, extension of operations, as of Oct. 
22; MC 88994, Richard J. Burke, common carrier application, as 
of Oct. 25; MC 89130, Claude T. Eccard, common carrier ap- 


plication, as of Oct. 20; MC 89201, Carl Ferguson, common car- 
rier application, as of Oct. 25; MC 89252, Lewis Gerald Chancy, 
contract carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 89324, Walter 
Eli Sipe, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 21; MC 89357, 
Walter Buffenmyer, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 21; 
MC 93482, Arthur A. Carr, contract carrier application, as of 
Oct. 22; MC 93851, Sub. No. 1, Almon M. Sund, creamery prod- 


ucts extension, as of Oct. 20; MC 94060, Sub. No. 1, Edwin 
Nickols Yeary, extension of operations, as of Oct. 21; MC 
94182, F. Wilbur Jewell, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
24; MC 94226, Phil Costich, common carrier application, as of 
Oct. 22; MC 95159, Frank O. Yaste, common carrier applica- 


tion, as of Oct. 22; MC 95259, Alford Hyde, common carrier 
application, as of Oct. 20; MC 95261, John L. Swales, common 
carrier application, as of Oct. 20; MC 95269, Willis E. Kaiser 
and Willard Kaiser, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
20; MC F-250, W. R. and W. W. Miles and Pat L. Nolet, pur- 
chase, C. E. Huls, as of Nov. 1; MC F-203, Red Arrow Freight 
Lines, Inc., lease, E. P. and W. A. Orts, as of Nov. 4; 
MC 25, J. A. Donham, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
29; MC 1149, Sub. No. 1, Harry E. Grimes, contract car- 
rier application, as of Oct. 26; MC 1510, Sub. No. 10, South- 
western Greyhound Lines, Inc., extension of operations, 
Weatherford-Ranger, as of Oct. 29; MC 1517, Sub. No. 1, New 
England Greyhound Lines, Inc., extension Massachusetts, as 
of Oct. 24; MC 2229, Sub. No. 1, Sproles Motor Freight Line, 
Inc., extensions of operations, Kemp City, as of Oct. 31; MC 
9895, Sub. No. 1, R. B. Wilson, Colorado-Kansas-Wyoming ex- 
tension of operations, as of Nov. 2; MC 9895, Sub. No. 2, R. B. 
Wilson, Colorado-Wyoming extension of operations, as of Nov. 
2; MC 13094, Sub. No. 1, Manuel Bros., Inc., extension of 
operations,,as of Oct. 28; MC 16405, Robinson Storage Cor- 
poration, common carrier application, as of Oct. 31; MC 29472, 
Sub. No. 1, C. J. Hargleroad, extension of operation, as of Oct. 
12; MC 29555, Sub. No. 1, Herman D. Briggs, extension of 
operations, LaCrosse, as of Oct. 28; MC 30451, Sub. No. 1, 
Luper Transportation Co., Oklahoma-New Mexico-Texas exten- 
sion, as of Oct. 31; MC 35320, Sub. No. 1, A. R. Dalby Dimmitt, 
Petersburg extension, as of Oct. 29; MC 38791, Sub. No. 1, 
Tuohy & O’Shea, Inc., extension of operations, as of Oct. 24; 
MC 44483, G. W. Woolridge, common carrier application, as of 
Nov. 1; MC 44838, Sub. No. 1, Edward Eisenhandler, extension 
of operations, Philadelphia, as of Oct. 29; MC 50815, Sub. No. 
1, Valley Motor Transit Co., extension of operations, Steuben- 
ville, as of Oct. 29; MC 51419, Robinson Storage Co., broker 
application, as of Oct. 31; MC 60606, Sub. No. 1, Percy Allen 
Chamberlain, extension of operations, as of Oct. 26; MC 64476, 
Sub. No. 1, Fast Refrigerator Lines, Inc., Oklahoma exten- 
sion, as of Nov. 2; MC 66664, Elton Randall Johnson, common 
carrier application, as of Oct. 22; MC 73855, Sub. No. 1, Clare 
M. Marshall, extension of operations, as of Oct. 31; MC 88045, 
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C. B. Jarvis, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 26; MC 
88281, Samuel Jacobowitz, common carrier application, as of 
Oct. 29; MC 88431, H. C. Stedman and O. S. Hurley, contract 
carrier application, as of Oct. 29; MC 88645, Edward Pearsall 
Co., contract carrier application, as of Oct. 21; MC 88834, S. O. 
Ophus, common carrier application, as of Oct. 31; MC 88857, 
Owen Milton Collett, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
29; MC 88883, Peter Labat, common carrier application, as of 
Nov. 1; MC 88979, Jack Bechtell, common carrier application, 
as of Oct. 31; MC 88987, United States and Canada Motor 
Lines, Inc., common carrier application, as of Oct. 31; MC 
89050, L. Zeisloft, common carrier application, as of Oct. 31; 
MC 89179, Frank King, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
31; MC 89219, Henry E. Johnson, contract carrier application, 
as of Oct. 21; MC 89280, Harry C. Hibler, common carrier 
application, as of Oct. 29; MC 89303, William S. Records, con- 
tract carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 89311, Charles J. 
Novack, contract carrier application, as of Oct. 24; MC 93374, 
Wilfred Quenneville, common carrier application, as of Oct. 
29; MC 95270, Clyde and Delmar Grubbs, common carrier 
application, as of Oct. 12; MC F-552, Florida Motor Lines Cor- 
poration, purchase, W. L. Craven, as of November 7. 


WORKING RULES FOR TRUCKERS 


The testimony put in the first week of the hearing on the 
Commission’s proposals for rules for maximum hours and work- 
ing conditions for truck drivers, Ex Parte MC-2, at Chicago, 
was unanimously opposed to the proposal to limit working 
days to ten hours. All of this testimony was put in by repre- 
sentatives of truck operators, private and for hire. Testimony 
of labor organizations, it was said, would not be put in until 
later. 

Objections to the proposed ten-hour rule were based on a 
number of factors, many of them having to do with operating 
problems. Common carrier operators brought forward many 
examples to show that such a rule would be impracticable, 
especially in the more sparsely settled parts of the country 
where it was impossible to arrange division points so as to 
cut the driving day to ten hours and still permit the drivers 
the eight hours consecutive rest provided for in the proposed 
rule. Some witnesses suggested that the rule might be some- 
what more acceptable if the proposed twenty-minute provisions 
for stoppage were shortened to ten minutes. Others insisted 
that nothing short of twelve hours would admit of efficient and 
profitable operation. 

Just as the operators over long distances insisted that their 
operations could not be confined to a ten-hour driving day, so 
the short-haul operators insisted that such a rule would restrict 
their round-trip operations. Both types of carriers insisted 
that the factor of safety did not enter into the situation since 
experience had not shown that accidents were more frequent on 
a twelve-hour than a ten-hour operation. Trucks with accom- 
modations for sleep for the drivers did not work, it was testi- 
fied, experience showing that the good drivers stayed on those 
runs only long enough to find jobs on runs that permitted rest 
in beds at terminals or division points. 

There was also some testimony on the proposed rule re- 
quiring drivers to file logs of all their trips. Generally, the 
view was that truck drivers were not clerical workers and 
their duties were such as not to admit of the addition of the 
writing of such reports. The view was also expressed by some 
that files of such logs would serve little useful purpose and 
would be expensive to preserve. Some operators said they 
were willing to have logs compiled in the offices at the end 
of trips by clerks hired for such work. One witness submitted 
an alternative for the form suggested by the Commission in 
much simpler form which he thought drivers might be able 
to keep without too much trouble. 

Bus operators took the stand November 10 and, in their 
testimony, followed generally the lines of the truck operators 
with reference to the ten-hour day limit proposal. They were 
expected to finish their testimony by the end of the week, after 
which a procession of witnesses for the American Trucking 
Association, Inc., said to number in the neighborhood of 100, 
was scheduled to cross the witness stand. It was expected the 
hearing would last at least another 10 days. 

Examiner R. W. Snow presided at the hearing. Sitting 
with him were H. H. Kelly, chief of the section of safety, 
motor carrier bureau, and his assistant, C. H. Reid. 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 

The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC 91051, Jesse N. Hall, common carrier application. 

MC 89186, Floyd Turner, common carrier application; MC 
94111, Alexander Bryce, dba Bryce Cartage & Storage, com- 
mon carrier application. 
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Selling Highway Freight Transportation 


Significance of Shipping Motives in Selling Truck Service—Fifth of a Series of Eight Articles 
by Charles E. Parks 


tion is, of course, to locate and contact logical prospects— 

that is, shippers whose transportation needs can be sup- 
plied by truck transport. Some operators hold that this is their 
most important sales problem and that, once a logical prospect 
is located, it is a comparatively easy matter to sell him. As 
the president of one company said, ‘‘the most difficult problem 
confronting us is not one of sales, but of ferreting out the 
shipper who moves merchandise to the limited number of points 
reached by our line.” 

The “ferreting out” of shippers who can utilize the services 
of a truck line is as much a phase of selling as is a sales talk, 
its importance depending on the scope of operations of the car- 
rier. To a carrier whose operations are limited, its importance 
looms large because of the sales effort and expense required to 
find prospects. As its operations expand and competition be- 
comes keener, the finding of logical prospects tends to become 
of minor importance, because nearly every shipper within an 
assigned territory is a prospect. 

The second step in selling highway freight transportation 
is to discover the reasons or motives that will induce a shipper 
to choose a transportation agency—in other words, to find out 
what he wants in the way of transportation service. If the truck 
line represented by the salesman can supply these wants, it is 
up to him to show and, if necessary, to prove that it can do so. 
This is the most important application of modern sales psy- 
chology to the trucking business. 

The discovery or implanting of shipping motives, therefore, 
is the all-important phase of highway transportation salesman- 
ship. It is the starting point of the sales presentation and is 
the basis of all sales appeals because shipping motives are what 
prompt a shipper to choose his carrier. They are the reflection 
of his transportation requirements. 


Tix first major step in selling highway freight transporta- 


Important Shipping Motives 


There are fourteen general reasons why shippers choose 
a transportation agency. These are: 

1. Habit; 2. Economy; 3. Convenience; 4. Dependability; 
5. Protection Against Loss; 6. Speed; 7. Extra or Special Serv- 
ice; 8. Friendliness or Courtesy; 9. Liability or Responsibility; 
10. Reputation; 11. Trade Requirements; 12. Policy; 13. Friend- 
ship; 14. Market Competition. 

It is impossible here, for lack of space, to analyze these 
major shipping motives. For example, the motive of economy 
includes not only low rates but low total transportation costs, 
less expensive packing requirements, the absence of special 
charges, such as switching, demurrage, bulkheading, etc., the 
absence of rate discrimination between different grades of the 
same commodity, and the availability of commodity instead of 
class rates. 


Convenience includes low minimum carload or truckload 
weights, simple tariffs, liberal mixing provisions, pick-up and 
delivery service, convenient and flexible schedules, less restric- 
tive packing requirements, late acceptance of freight, longer 
credit periods, and more liberal marking rules for less carload 
freight. 

Dependability includes uniform rates, regular schedules, on 
time deliveries, dependable car supply, requests complied with, 
and promises kept. 

Friendliness includes the type of consideration given com- 
plaints, the absence of arbitrary action, the attention given the 
requirements and problems of shippers, the amount of coopera- 
tion given and the personal interest exhibited by the salesman. 

As to how shipping motives influence the choice of a trans- 
portation agency, consider the matter of schedules correlated 
to the production or business needs of a shipper. This correla- 
tion applies to the frequency of the schedules, the time of day 
or night at which they operate, and their regularity. In other 
words, shippers want convenient, flexible, and dependable 
freight schedules, and this is especially true where transporta- 
tion functions as a part of their business, such as in mines, 
paper mills, packing plants, and textile mills. The transporta- 
tion agency that can furnish correlated schedules gets the 
business. 

Business is done in the United States today largely on a 
“hand-to-mouth” basis. This means that retailers buy only 
enough goods to last them a week, or two weeks, or, possibly, 
a month, and some classes of stock must be replenished every 
day. To enable them to carry on their business in this manner, 





rapid transportation is necessary and the agency that is able 
to satisfy their requirements as to speed hauls the goods. 

The changing usages and requirements of trade and busi- 
ness demand, in some instances, a smaller trade unit and in 
other instances an increase in the size of the unit in which 
goods are bought and sold. The effect on transportation is evi- 
denced, in the first instance, by shippers constantly seeking 
lower carload minimum weights for processed material, as the 
units in which many commodities are bought and sold have 
become much smaller in recent years. This is one of the prin- 
cipal reasons why many shippers use trucks; the rail unit of 
transportation, based on a minimum carload weight, is unsuited 
to their needs. They buy in truckloads and their customers buy 
in truckloads instead of carloads. 

Because of competition in their own trade, it is often neces- 
sary for a shipper to follow the lead of his competitors in using 
certain forms of transportation to make deliveries, though he 
might prefer to use another. His customers may demand rail 
delivery, or truck delivery, or express delivery. 


Sales Value of Knowing Shipping Motives 


To indicate the sales value of knowing shipping motives 
as applied to the personal solicitation of freight, let us contrast 
the approach of a trained with that of an untrained truck line 
salesman to a shipper on whom he has never before called. The 
untrained solicitor will, either consciously or unconsciously, ask 
himself this question: “What shall I say?” He will then have 
some vague idea of being friendly, of speaking about the service 
of his company, perhaps of the company itself, and referring 
to other shippers who are Satisfied users. In other words, he 
will talk in general terms of what his company offers in the 
way of service. 

A trained salesman’s approach will be entirely different. His 
thoughts will run in an entirely different channel and he won’t 
wonder what he is going to say. He will not be thinking about 
himself, the service of his company, the company itself, or what 
other shippers think of it. His thoughts will be concentrated 
entirely on his prospect and will be reflected in this question: 
“Why should he use our transportation service?” If he knows 
the shipper is using the services of a competitive agency, he 
will also ask himself this question: ‘“‘Why is he using that line?” 
In other words, he will be looking for shipping motives—reasons 
that will induce the shipper to use the service he interids to 
suggest, or reasons that have prompted him to use a competitive 
service and that can be used as the basis for interesting him 
in the service of the line represented by the salesman. 


When he has obtained some idea of what the shipper wants 
in the way of transportation—such as speed, dependability, a 
reliable carrier, prompt payment of claims—there are usually 
only one or two dominant motives that influence the choice of 
the average shipper. The trained salesman begins to assemble 
them in his own mind and then the selling points pertaining to 
his company’s service that will appeal to these motives. By so 
doing he is able to get the interest of his prospect because he is 
talking in terms of his transportation requirements and not of 
matters that are of little concern to him. He will also save the 
time of both himself and his prospect because he will not dis- 
cuss irrelevant subjects. If the salesman does not know to what 
shipping motives to appeal—in plain terms, if he does not know 
what will induce a shipper to use the service of his company— 
he will not get very far in his selling efforts. Consequently, it 
is his job to find out just as quickly as possible. 

As a rule, a shipper knows what he wants when it comes 
to transportation and he usually volunteers the information. If 
it is cheaper rates, he will say so; if it is a saving in packing, 
faster deliveries, more convenient schedules, or some other 
advantage he will get from using another form or agency of 
transportation, he does not hesitate to let the solicitor know. 
And when he states his reasons for using or not wanting to use 
the service of a competitor, he has revealed his shipping motives. 
The salesman then has the basis for his sales talk. 


Evaluating Shipping Motives 


The fourteen shipping motives listed above vary in im- 
portance in that some of them influence the decisions of more 
shippers than others. In personal solicitation, the salesman is 
interested only in the dominating motive of his immediate 
prospect. He does not care at the moment what motives influ- 
ence other shippers. The truck operator, however, is interested 
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in the relative value of all motives so he can gauge the sales 
appeal for the service he offers. To know the relative value of 
these motives would be valuable marketing information. 

For example, these questions are often debated: Is the 
price factor the all-important motive that induces the majority 
of shippers to choose a transportation agency? How many re- 
gard speed as their dominating motive in comparison with 
dependability ? What percentage of shippers are accustomed to 
base their choice of a carrier on the factor of friendship? What 
is the relative value of less packing restrictions, lower minimum 
weights, or more frequent schedules? 

The trucking industry is fortunate in being able to give 
the answers to these and similar questions from the results of 
a nation-wide factual market survey conducted by the former 
federal Coordinator of Transportation. To determine and eval- 
uate the factors that induced merchandise shippers to use truck 
transportation, an elaborate questionnaire was sent to 100,000 
such shippers. Of this number, 35,468 replied. Following is an 
analysis of the motives given by these shippers as their reasons 
for selecting highway transportation: 


Per Cent 

Number of of Traffic 

Rank Reason for Using Trucks Shippers Per Cent Controlled 
le | "ae ee 23,095 65 73 
ee 23,008 65 67 
jee dg er 18,665 53 67 
4 Store Goor Picky «ws. .c ccc vncee 18,027 51 54 
5 More flexible or convenient ....... 15,118 43 61 
NE ee 7,521 21 27 
7 Late acceptance of shipments .... 7,328 21 26 
8 Simpler classification or rates .... 5,664 16 25 
9 Less loss or damage ............. 4,062 11 14 
10 Personal friendship or interest -... 956 3 3 


This analysis indicates that speed of delivery is the most 
important shipping motive in influencing merchandise freight 
shippers to choose a transportation agency, 65 per cent of the 
shippers controlling 73 per cent of the tonnage citing this as 
a reason for using trucks. Next in importance comes the factor 
of store door delivery, followed by the factor of cheaper total 
cost. Only 53 per cent of the shippers indicated that they used 
trucks because of lower costs. And this means cheaper total 
costs—not lower rates. 


Another interesting feature of this analysis is the relative 
position of the factor of personal friendship or interest. Rail- 
road traffic men lean heavily on this as a motive for getting 
business and truck line salesmen don’t discount it. Yet here we 
find only 956 shippers out of 35,468 mentioning it as a factor 
in determining their choice of a transportation agency. If these 
shippers expressed their real sentiments, truck line salesmen 
might as well forget personal friendship in their sales work, 
especially in approaching the smaller shippers. It should also 
be remembered that these answers expressed the real reasons 
why these shippers gave business to trucks and not the reasons 
they thought would influence their choice. This adds greatly 
to the value of this survey. 

A similar questionnaire addressed to shippers of carload 
freight produced 3,084 replies. Following is a summary of the 
reasons why these shippers used highway transportation: 


Number of Per Cent of 
Rank Reasons for Using Trucks Shippers Per Cent Tonnage 
Dy SEN cies kte ca we den vob eke 1,939 63 56 
2 Lower transportation charges ...... 1,753 57 71 
3 More convenient schedules ........ 803 26 34 
4 Less rigid packing requirements .. 692 22 27 
5 Lower minimum weights .......... 642 21 32 
6 More regular or dependable service . 434 14 25 
7 More liberal mixtures ............. 335 11 24 
Pe, SIO an bos caa ses wsdenw se 155 5 8 


Here again speed is the most common motive influencing 
shippers to use highway transportation, 63 per cent of the 
carload shippers stating that they used the highways because 
of faster service. 

Next in importance comes the factor of lower transporta- 
tion charges. This is somewhat surprising, in view of the nature 
of the freight involved and the lower railroad carload rates. 

This survey also brought out reasons for not using highway 
transportation, which is equally important to the motor truck 
operator. A summary of these reasons follows: 


Number of Per Cent of 

Rank Reasons for not using trucks Shippers Per Cent Tonnage 
a ee eee 8,936 25 29 

2 Failure to maintain regular sched- 

OT Se ere Cen eee oe 5,511 16 15 
3 Lack of uniform or definite rates ..4,125 12 16 
i OO Kinch ue sa niw ews case 3,495 10 12 
5 Pickup and delivery inconvenient ..2,540 7 5 
6 Excessive loss or damage .......... 903 3 2 


From this it is evident that, if truck lines could improve 
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their relations with shippers and maintain more regular sched- 
ules, the volume of traffic they would obtain would be larger. 
The factors of lack of uniformity in rates and excessive charges 
have been remedied by the motor carrier act, passed since this 
survey was made. 


Analysis of Price Motive 


_Among transportation salesmen, both railroad and motor, 
an impression prevails that the rate is the dominating motive 
in the minds of shippers and that the agency able to quote the 
lowest rate gets the business. If this were true there would be 
no need for any real salesmanship in the transportation business 
and traffic representatives would be merely service men. The 
extent of their selling efforts would be confined to quoting the 
rate, and, if that were higher than a competitive rate, their line 
would be out of the picture. 

This view is largely speculative and is based on the personal 
opinions and experiences of individual salesmen. It is not borne 
out by the survey analyzed above. As a part of this survey, the 
following question was asked 720 large shippers: “To what 
extent and in what particulars is the patron’s choice between 
railroad L. C. L. service, express service, forwarder service, 
parcel post service, and truck service determined by any con- 
siderations other than the total charges for the transportation?” 
Here is an analysis of their replies: 


Nature of Extent of Other Than Per Cent of 
Transportation Charges Total Total 

Te EE IO EINES 6.5.65 5 6s w tre wise nw si eeuionis 60 8 

To some extent (less than 25%) ............ee000- 175 24 

To a considerable extent (25% to 50%) ........... 274 38 

To a large extent (more than 50%) ..... Ere Se, 106 15 

a CE oo ko ale) a sole sake as abek 105 15 


Only 60 out of 720 shippers, or 8 per cent, gave considera- 
tion to costs alone; 15 per cent believed other motives were 
more important than costs, and over a third of the number, 
38 per cent, believed that shipping motives other than costs 
were highly important. 

It cannot be assumed from this that the price factor is not 
important. It is highly important and becomes more so when 
rates are increased. But it is not the only motive influencing the 
choice of a transportation agency. It is not even the dominat- 


“ ing motive with the majority of shippers. 


If the transportation requirements of shippers are the basis 
of their choice of a type of transportation or an individual car- 
rier, it is apparent that the truck line salesman cannot know 
too much about these requirements. Neither can he know too 
much about the motives that influence shippers to make their 
choice. It is the business of the trucking company to satisfy 
these transportation wants and on its ability to do so depends 
the volume of traffic obtained. But that is not all that is neces- 
sary. Its service, regardless of how adaptable it is to the re- 
quirements of shippers, must be sold. Prospective shippers must 
be told of it and they must be persuaded to use it. That is where 
the individual salesman comes in. That is his job, and to do it 
properly he must know, not only what his company offers in 
the way of service, but what shippers want. His ability to asso- 
ciate transportation requirements with the service available 
— the difference between the trained and the untrained 
salesman. 


CENTRAL TERRITORY MOTOR RATES 


By an order in Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in 
central territory, the Commission, by division 5, has postponed 
to January 7 the effective date of the order of August 3, 1938, 
as postponed by order of October 4, 1938, in so far as it pre- 
scribes the following: 

1. Rates between Dubuque, Iowa, on the one hand, and points in 
Illinois, on the other. 

2. Rates between points between which rates are published in Agent 
C. M. Lawson's tariff MF-I. C. C. No. 68. 

3. Rates on alcoholic liquors, wines, ale, beer, beer tonic, cereal 
beverages, porter, and stout. 

4. Rates on empty beverage containers. 

5. Rates on paper and paper articles. 

6. Rates on glassware. 


The Commission acted on petitions for modification and 
postponement and on further consideration of the record. 


EXCEPTIONS TO MOTOR REPORTS 


MC 91285, Leroy Jeffries, contract carrier application. 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
November 15. 

MC F-580, Frontier Coach Lines, Inc., purchase, Bee Line, 
Inc. (Ernest W. Gibson, Jr., and Paul E. Bal’se, trustees). 
Time for filing exceptions to recommended order extended to 
November 28 without prejudice to inclusion in such exceptions 
of prayer for further hearing. 





November 12, 1938 


MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


The Commission has been informed, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, that on a plea of guilty to an in- 
formation consisting of 21 counts, in the federal court for the 
eastern district of North Carolina, a fine of $500 has been 
imposed on G & C Truck Line, Inc., of Apex, N. C., with op- 
erating as a common carrier without authority and without 
having tariffs and insurance on file, and M. C. Garner, its 
secretary-treasurer, with having aided and abetted the truck 
line in such violations. 

The information, according to the secretary’s statement, 
charged that the truck line was operating between the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Virginia, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Georgia, and Florida, and had engaged in such operations 
since October, 1936, without proper operating authority and 
without having filed tariffs or insurance with the Commis- 
sion. Garner, it said, filed an application for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity requesting authority from 
the Commission to operate between the named places. Sub- 
sequent to his filing such application, continued the statement, 
the truck line was organized and commenced operating as a 
common carrier of property without having filed an appli- 
cation or without having sought or received approval from 
the Commission to be substituted to the rights of Garner 
under his application. 

The Commission, according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel, has been informed that the federal court for the 
western district of South Carolina, Greenwood division, has 
made permanent a temporary injunction restraining Chris 
W. Vaughn, of Greenwood, S. C., from operating as a common 
carrier of property until such time as he shall have obtained 
from the Commission authority to operate. The defendant 
was also fined $100 on his plea of guilty to an information 
charging him with operating without authority. 

The Commission, according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel, has been advised that J. R. Lingo, of Fort Worth, Tex., 
in the federal court for the northern district of Texas, Fort 
Worth division, pleaded guilty to 11 counts of an information 
which charged him with transporting property as a common 
carrier between Fort Worth, Tex., and points in Oklahoma and 
Louisiana without having obtained a certificate from the Com- 
mission and without having filed a tariff of rates and charges 
for such transportation. One count of the information, the 
statement said, charged him with seeking to evade and defeat 
regulation under the motor carrier act by issuing fictitious bills 
of sale on his equipment to Mid-Continent Supply Co., Fort 
Worth, Tex., for the purpose of representing that such trans- 
portation was being performed by the shipper rather than by 
the defendant as a carrier. Judge Atwell assessed a fine of 
$220 against Lingo, said the statement. 


On the same date and in the same court a permanent in- 
junction was entered against Lingo enjoining further violations 
of the motor carrier, until he had obtained a certificate from 
the Commission, and until he had filed with the Commission 
tariffs containing his rates and charges for such transportation, 
said the secretary’s statement. 


HOUSEHOLD GOODS CARRIERS’ RULES 


An allegation to the effect that Household Goods Carriers 
Bureau is controlled, through its board of directors, by top 
men in five national chain organizations, is made by John F. 
Ivory Storage Co., Inc., of Detroit, Mich., in exceptions filed 
by that company to the proposed report of Examiner A. S. 
Aplin in Ex Parte MC 19, practices of motor carriers of house- 
hold goods (see Traffic World, September 17, p. 521). 

Several of the most important rules proposed by the ex- 
aminer, particularly Rules la, 2 and 3, the Ivory company 
declares will produce a result directly contrary to that which 
it assumes the Commission hopes to bring about by the investi- 
gation, to eliminate, so far as possible, opportunity for any 
unreasonable, unduly prejudicial or unjustly discriminatory 
practices in the branch of the motor carrier industry under 
consideration. 

The declaration about control being in the hands of top 
men in chain organizations is made in connection with the 
objections to proposed Rule 2, requiring rates to be stated in 
amounts by the hundred pounds and not on any other basis. 

The principal support for the proposed rule, it is declared, 
has come from the founders and publishers of the so-called 
Holman tariff. That tariff, participated in by some 2,000 car- 
riers, about 50 per cent of them described as independent car- 
riers, it is further declared, is controlled exclusively by the 
Household Goods Carriers Bureau, which in turn is controlled 
by its board of fifteen directors. Thirteen of those directors, 
it is asserted, are top men in five national chain organizations. 

The significance of that situation, it is declared, is start- 
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ling. Instead of numerous carriers submitting their independ- 
ent and reasoned choice of the rule, it appears, according to 
the exceptions, that the support was controlled support, con- 
trolled by a few men high in the ranks of chain organizations. 
It appeared, further declared the exceptions, that that control 
was so powerful that one national organization, which at the 
informal hearings spoke out forcefully against the method pro- 
posed by the rule (the weight method), was not again heard 
from after it became known that it had taken such a stand. 
A footnote identified that carrier as the Aero-Mayflower Transit 
Co. 

The Ivory company asked that the Commission institute 
immediately an investigation to determine rate levels; to de- 
termine fair commissions to be paid; that the proposed rules 
be amended in accordance with suggestions made in the excep- 
tions and that it be not required, in any event, to issue a tariff 
under, or to operate in compliance with Rules 2 and 3. It 
asked permission to make an oral argument before a division 
or the Commission in support of its contentions and recom- 
mendations. 


MOTOR HOURS OF SERVICE 


The administrator of the wage and hour division of the 
Department of Labor, who is charged with the administration 
of the wage and hour act, will be invited to consider briefs filed 
with the Commission in Ex Parte MC 28, investigation to deter- 
mine the extent of the Commission’s jurisdiction over employes 
of common, contract and private motor carriers under section 
204(a) of the motor carrier act, other than drivers (see Traffic 
World, Nov. 5), says a notice with respect to that proceeding, 
issued by Secretary Bartel. In addition he will be invited to 
attend the argument, December 16, and, if he wishes, to par- 
ticipate in the proceeding. 

One of the reasons for the proceeding, said Secretary Bar- 
tel’s notice, was the confusion existing among motor carriers 
and their employes due to the enactment of the wage and hour 
statute, officially called the fair labor standards act, effective 
October 24. Section 13(b) of that act says that the provisions 
of section 7 authorizing the establishment of maximum hours 
shall not apply to any employe with respect to which the Com- 
mission has power to establish qualifications and maximum 
hours of service under the motor act; or to any employe of an 
employer subject to the railroad part of the interstate com- 
merce act. 

Secretary Bartel’s notice said that many inquiries were 
being received as to what employes of motor carriers were 
subject to the “power” of the Commission referred to in the 
wage and hour act. It said that while the question here pre- 
sented was considered in Ex Parte MC 2, 6, M. C. C. to the 
extent there necessary for action, it was not fully and com- 
pletely answered, henee this proceeding. 

As it is primarily a question of law and not of fact, says 
the secretary’s notice, no public hearing will be held and no 
evidence taken at this time, but the Commission will receive 
briefs on or before December 10 and hear arguments Decem- 
ber 16. The order instituting the proceeding indicates that it 
may be necessary later, after the law question is determined, 
to hold hearings for the purpose of determining certain ques- 
tions of fact. 


MONTANA MOTOR CERTIFICATES 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC 9811, James W. 
Nugent, doing business as Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, et al., 
has issued a notice intended to speed up consideration and dis- 
position of a question as to whether Montana motor carriers 
which have received Class C certificates of public convenience 
and necessity from the Montana commission are entitled to 
registration under the provisions of the second proviso of 
section 206 (a) of the motor carrier act. 

That proviso authorizes registration with the federal body 
of common carrier certificates issued by state authorities cover- 
ing operations wholly within the state of issue. Hearings on 
the Nugent application and many others joined with it were 
first set for last June but have been postponed until January. 

So as to bring forward for discussion a question of laws 
as to whether the carriers holding such certificates are con- 
tract or common carriers, division 5, in a notice issued by 
Commissioner Eastman, its chairman, has expressed the opin- 
ion that the certificates issued by the Montana commission au- 
thorize operation by contract carriers rather than by common 
carriers. The notice says that for that reason the provisions 
of the second proviso of section 206 (a) are not applicable to 
these motor carriers. In that notice division 5 further says: 


It may be, however, that the operations of all or some of these 
motor carriers are such as to constitute them common carriers within 
the meaning of section 203 (a) (14) of the motor carrier act, 1935. In 
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such event, they are at liberty, if they have not already done so, to file 
applications with this Commission for certificates of public convenience 
and necessity. Unless such applications were filed under and in ac- 
cordance with the terms of the so-called ‘‘grandfather’’ clause of 
section 206 (a) of the motor carrier act, however, we cannot grant them 
without proof that the operations are required’ by the present or future 
public convenience and necessity and such other proof as is specified 
in section 207 (a). Likewise, if the operations of these motor carriers 
are such as to constitute them contract carriers within the meaning 
of section 203 (a) (15) of the motor carrier act, they are at liberty, if 
they have not already done so, to file applications with this Commission 
for permits, in which event, unless such applications were filed under 
and in accordance with the terms of the so-called ‘‘grandfather’’ clause 
of section 209 (a), we cannot grant them without proof that the opera- 
tions will be consistent with the public interest and such other proof 
as is specified in section 209 (b). 

We suggest that these motor carriers, if they have not already done 
so, file applications for certificates or permits, whichever they may de- 
sire. Such applications for certificates or permits can then be set down 
for hearing at the same time with the applications for registration 
under the second proviso of section 206 (a) of the motor carrier act, 
namely, on January 17-21, 1939, at Helena, Mont. In that event the 
motor carriers will be free to present in evidence at that hearing such 
facts as they may deem to have a bearing on their applications for 
registration, ard also in their discretion such proof as is necessary to 
support their applications for certificates or permits. Following the 
hearing, they will be given opportunity to present arguments in briefs 
and orally before the Commission in support either of their applications 
for registration or of their applications for certificates or permits, or 
both, and the Commission will thereafter render such decisions as it 
finds the law and the facts to require. 


FEDERAL STATE MOTOR AUTHORITY 


Arguments were made in the Supreme Court of the United 
States November 8 and the day following in No. 55, A. E. 
McDonald, petitioner, vs. Ernest O. Thompson et al., respond- 
ents, on appeal from the circuit court of appeals from the fifth 
circuit holding that there was a conflict between the federal 
statutory requirement of certificates of convenience and neces- 
sity and the Texas statute of the same character requiring 
interstate motor carriers to obtain certificates from the Texas 
commission (see Traffic World, Oct. 15, 770). 

The Texas view that that state had authority to require 
certificates to be taken out by interstate operators was upheld 
by Attorney General McCraw and Assistant Attorney General 


A. G. Walker of Texas. The view of the petitioner, that his ° 


certificate from the federal authority gave him the right to 
use the roads of Texas without a certificate from the Texas 
authorities was presented by Lloyd E. Price and T. S. Chris- 
topher, of Fort Worth, Tex. 

In this case the Commission filed a brief as a friend of the 
court in support of the proposition that federal legislation had 
ousted the state’s jurisdiction and that McDonald was author- 
ized to operate under the certificate granted him by the federal 
authority. Justices of the courts asked questions particularly 
about the bearing on this case of Bradley vs. Public Utility 
Commission of Ohio, 289 U. S. 92, in which the Supreme Court 
had upheld the right of the Ohio commission to forbid the use 
of certain Ohio roads by interstate operators on account of the 
congestion and considerations of safety. That decision, how- 
ever, it was pointed out, was made before the passage of the 
motor carrier act. 


COMMODITIES TO NORTH CAROLINA 


The Richmond (Va.) Chamber of Commerce has asked the 
Commission to enlarge the scope of its investigation in MC 
C-90, commodities, Atlantic ports to North Carolina, to include 
motor rates from Richmond to Carolina territory or to institute 
an investigation covering those rates only. The petition repre- 
sents that Richmond shippers on motor class rates, particularly 
on foodstuffs, pay charges unreasonably high in comparison 
with charges on such commodities from Norfolk, Va., to Caro- 
lina territory. 

Richmond, according to the petition, although it has no 
direct regular water service such as maintained from Atlantic 
ports, does receive water-borne traffic, which, when reshipped 
to Carolina territory, is regarded as local traffic. The order of 
investigation in MC C-90 as dawn leaves the petitioner in doubt 
as to the extent of Richmond’s involvement, “although it is not 
to be denied that the existing rates from this point on the said 
articles, and others, are very unsatisfactory to local shippers, 
particularly in their relation to the rates from other ports.” 

An exhibit attached to the petition shows that from Rich- 
mond to Fayetteville, N. C., a point equidistant from Richmond 
to Norfolk, the rates from Richmond are generally higher, in 
some instances drastically higher than from Norfolk. The 
petition points out that if Richmond ships canned goods it pays 
39 cents a hundred pounds, while the Norfolk shipper enjoys a 
rate of 24*cents; that on cheese it costs Richmond 95 cents 
while the Norfolk shipper pays a rate of 33 cents; and that on 
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flour Richmond pays 44 cents, less than truckload, while the 
Norfolk shipper pays only 23 cents. 

The petitioner says it is of the opinion that the rates from 
Norfolk may be judged to be reasonable, being carrier made, 
and having been in effect for some time. By that measure- 


ment, the petition says, the Richmond rates are unreasonably 
high. 


NEW YORK COMMERCIAL ZONE 


Seeking “parity in opportunity to compete and survive,” 
Lehigh Warehouse and Transportation Co., Inc., Newark, N. 
J., has petitioned the Commission for reconsideration and 
modification of its order in MCC 2, New York commercial 
zone 2 M. C. C. 665 in which the New York commercial zone 
was delimited leaving warehouses of the petitioner, in Newark 
and Elizabeth, N. J., outside the zone. 

It is alleged that ex-railway, highway or waterway traffic 
stored at Newark and Elizabeth may be distributed in the 
New York metropolitan area only on the rates of motor,car- 
riers on file with the Commission while traffic to and from 
competing warehouses within the zone as delimited by the 
Commission can be moved on rates that are not regulated by 
reason of the operations being within the area exempted from 
regulation by the the motor carrier act. 

The Lehigh company says it has $874,000 invested in 
warehousing properties at Newark and in addition, has under 
lease in Elizabeth, one million square feet of warehousing 
space, these huge investments having been made prior to the 
passage of the motor carrier act. They were made, the peti- 
tion asserts, with full confidence, justified by innumerable 
pronouncements of the Commission to the effect that Newark 
and Elizabeth were parts of the metropolitan district of New 
York (New York Harbor Case, 47 I. C. C. 643) and would be 
accorded full transportation equality with all sections thereof. 

Competitors of the Lehigh, according to the petition, are 
soliciting business on the basis of their being in the metropoli- 
tan area and can distribute, because rates of motor carriers in 
the area are not regulated, at lower cost. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR ORDERS 


The Commission has issued orders in MC F-667, Keystone 
Freight Lines, purchase, E. E. Wright; MC F-694, Heard & 
Heard, Inc., purchase, S. C. Callaway; and MC F-659, Keystone 
Freight Lines, purchase, Arthur Ross et al., granting tempo- 
rary approval of the applications in these cases. 


GRANDFATHER CLAUSE CASE 


The Supreme Court of the United States has indicated it 
will review “grandfather clause’ issues involved in No. 432, 
United States vs. Dan E. Maher, doing business as Interstate 
Busses, by noting that it has probable jurisdiction. The case 
is on appeal from the three-judge court at Portland, Ore., which 
enjoined an order of the Commission denying a certificate to 
Maher under the grandfather clause of the motor carrier act. 
The denial was made by the Commission chiefly on the ground 
that the applicant on the grandfather date was not rendering 
a fixed-route, regular-schedule service, for which he sought a 
certificate, but merely an anywhere-for-hire service which in- 
cluded any point within Oregon and Washington. 

The three-judge court held that, under the grandfather 
clause, the Commission was required to issue a certificate to 
any applicant who was operating as a common carrier on the 
grandfather date over the route or routes to be covered by 
nl aaa or “within the territory embracing such route or 
routes.” 

The Commission contends that such a change in service as 
Maher had made deprived him of grandfather rights. The 
decision of the Supreme Court in this case may determine the 
issue as to whether the grandfather rights under the act apply 
only to specific operations in effect on the grandfather date. 


_ 


SHORT HAUL CHAPTER.OF C. M. F. A. 


Short route truck operators in the Chicago district met at 
the Stevens Hotel November 9 and formed a division of the 
Central Motor Freight Association. The following officers were 
elected: 


Chairman, John Viking, vice-president, Webber Cartage Company, 
Waukegan, IIll.; vice-chairman, Lloyd H. Markel, Aurora Transfer 
Company; secretary, Earl Girard, Chicago. 


B. C. Jacobs, of the staff of the C. M. F. A., was in the 
chair until officers were elected. He said the association desired 
the organization of the chapter as an aid in considering the 
needs of the short-haul trucker. The function of the chapter, 
he said, would be to meet and discuss the problems peculiar to 
that type of haulage. 


ee 
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NEW YORK SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 
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The Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, at a meet- 
ing in the assembly room of the New York Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation November 9, discussed the condition of freight cars, 
the need for a uniform bill of lading for coastwise shipping, and 
the proposed abandonment of the 69th Street (Brooklyn)- 
Staten Island ferry. 

R. J. Ross, traffic manager, Continental Baking Company, 
said some of the box cars now on the rails were in such bad 
condition that they caused damage to lading. He cited ship- 
ments of flour damaged by soot and cinders. Probably the 
financial condition of the railroads was the cause of the situa- 
tion, he said, but he called attention to the fact that the defective 
cars also added to railroad expense in claims. The matter was 
referred to the committee on claims to take up with such rail- 
roads as had not already begun remedial action. 

C. M. Smith, traffic manager, L. H. Green Company, 
stressed the need for a uniform coastwise bill of lading. There 
were variations in the terms of several now in use, he said, 
which confused shippers. On a motion by W. H. Chandler, 
traffic manager, Merchants’ Association, Mr. Smith was au- 
thorized to collect copies of the various bills, to compare their 
provisions, and to draft a suggested uniform bill. Under the 
motion, which was adopted, the suggested bill will be sent to 
the Maritime Commission with an application for an investi- 
gation into the subject. The conference also decided to ask 
the National Industrial Traffic League to consider the matter 
at its meeting in New York November 17 and 18. 

H. A. Cooke, traffic manager, American Publishers’ Asso- 
ciation, chairman of the conference, reported on new tariffs via 
Seatrain Lines which, he said, had been suspended by the 
Commission but on which no hearing date had as yet been set. 

H. M. Frazer, traffic manager, F. W. Woolworth Company, 
said he had presented the conference’s protest against the 
abandonment of the Brooklyn-Staten Island ferry to Dock 
Commissioner John McKenzie, who had promised to take the 
matter under consideration. Discontinuance of the ferry would 
add to the congesion on the East River and in the Manhattan 
streets, Mr. Frazer said. 

There was a report of a special committee on Ex Parte 104 
Part 2, calling attention to the examiner’s report in the reopened 
A. E. Staley Manufacturing Company supplemental order No. 
55. The committee’s report said that, if adopted by the Com- 
mission, the examiner’s proposals would bring about “important 
changes in the outlook from the standpoint of the imposition of 
spotting charges and in other phases.” The committee’s report 
outlined the changes in the handling of cars at the Staley plant, 
at Decatur, Ill., which had so changed the situation there, in 
the view of the examiner, that the Wabash should be permitted 
to spot cars without charge. 

Chairman Cooke conveyed to the conference an official 
invitation from the National Industrial Traffic League to mem- 
bers of the conference to attend the league meeting next week. 


WATER CARRIER AGREEMENTS 


The following described action has been taken by the 
Maritime Commission on agreements filed pursuant to the 
provisions of section 15 of the shipping act, 1916, as amended: 


Agreements Approved 


Conference 57-11 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., Kerr 
Steamship Company, Inc., Mitsui & Company, Ltd., and the other 11 
lines comprising the membership of the Pacific Westbound Conference 
and Hamburg-Amerikanische Packetfahrt Aktien-Gesellschaft (Hamburg- 
American Line) provides for admission of the latter company to asso- 
ciate membership in the conference. 

5569 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., and 
Stardard Fruit and Steamship Company (Vaccaro Line) provides for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from United 
States Pacific Coast ports to Cuban ports, with transshipment at New 
Orleans. 

5763 between Gulf Pacific Mail Line, Ltd., and United Fruit Com- 
pany, 5764 between Swayne & Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line) and United 
Fruit Company, and 5774 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Com- 
pany, Inc., and United Fruit Company provide for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast 
ports to Cuban ports, with transshipment at New Orleans. 

6012-1 modifies agreement 6012 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as delivering intercoastal carriers. 

6024-1 modifies agreement 6024 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 

6025-1 modifies agreement 6025 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 


The Traffic World 


PAGE 1007 


6026-1 modifies agreement 6026 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 

6027-1 modifies agreement 6027 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 

6058-1 modifies agreement 6058 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate American Line Steam- 
ship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of West Virginia 
(Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 

6093-2 modifies agreement 6093, as amended, to include Baltimore 
Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate Amer- 
ican Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of 
West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line) as delivering intercoastal carriers. 

6150 between Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc., Waterman Steamship 
Corporation, Compagnie Generale Transatlantique, Norddeutscher Lloyd, 
and four other carriers comprising the membership of the Continental 
U. S. A. Gulf Westbound Freight Conference establishing a conference 
to deal with the transportation of cargo from Continental European 
ports in the Bayonne-Hamburg Range to Gulf ports of the United States. 

6161 between Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd., and Silver Line, Ltd., 
provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
from Long Beach, Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, 
Astoria, Seattle, and Tacoma to the Philippine Islands, the Straits Set- 
tlements, Ceylon, British India, the Dutch East Indies, and the Fed- 
erated Malay States, with transshipment at specified United States 
Pacific Coast ports. 

6162 between Silver Line, Ltd., and Hammond Shipping Co., Ltd., 
provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading 
from the Philippine Islands, the Straits Settlements, Ceylon, British 
India, the Dutch East Indies, and the Federated Malay States to Long 
Beach, Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, Astoria, Seattle, 
and Tacoma, with transshipment at specified United States Pacific Coast 
ports, 

6200-A between Norton, Lilly & Company, Port Line, Limited, 
United States of America—United States Maritime Commission (Amer- 
ican Pioneer Line) and Montreal Australia New Zealand Line, Limited, 
recording agreement of the Montreal/Australia/New Zealand Line, Ltd., 
to observe rates of the North Atlantic/Australia-New Zealand 
Conference applicable from New York on cargo loaded at Canadian 
ports. The Canadian Line further agrees not to load cargo in the trade 
covered by the conference agreement at Atlantic Coast ports of the 
United States without the unanimous consent of the conference lines, 
and the conference lines agree not to load cargo for Australian or 
Canadian ports without the consent of the Canadian Line. 

6214 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and Consolidated 
Steamship Companies—Olympic Steamship Company, Inc. (Consolidated- 
Olympic Line) provides for the transportation of cargo, other than 
apples, under through bills of lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, 
Siberia, Manchukuo, China, Hong Kong, Indo-China, the Philippine 
Islands, the Straits Settlements, Ceylon, and British India to United 
States Pacific Coast ports, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor 
or San Francisco. 

6234-2 modifies agreement 6234, as amended, to include Baltimore 
Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate 
American Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Com- 


pany of West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line) as delivering intercoastal 
carriers. 


6238-3 modifies agreement 6238, as amended, to include Baltimore 
Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) and to eliminate Amer- 
ican Line Steamship Corporation—The Atlantic Transport Company of 
West Virginia (Panama Pacific Line) as delivering intercoastal carriers. 

6259 between Silver Line, Limited, and Consolidated Steamship 
Companies—Olympic Steamship Company, Inc. (Consolidated-Olympic 
Line), provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from the Philippine Islands, the Straits Settlements, Ceylon, 
British India, the Dutch East Indies, and the Federated Malay States 
to Long Beach, Los Angeles Harbor, San Francisco, Portland, Astoria, 
Seattle and Tacoma, with transhipment at specified United States Pa- 
cific Coast ports. 


6263-2 modifies agreement 6263, as amended, to include Baltimore 
Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering inter- 
coastal carrier. 

6282-2 modifies agreement 6282, as amended, to include Baltimore 
Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering inter- 
coastal carrier. 

6316-2 modifies agreement 6316, as amended, to include Dollar 
Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., as a delivering intercoastal carrier. 

6319-1 modifies agreement 6319 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering intercoastal carrier. 

6334 between Osaka Syosen Kaisya and Ocean Steamship Company 
of Savannah provides for the transportation of cargo under through 
bills of lading from China, Japan, and Hong Kong to Savannah, with 
transhipment at New York. 

6335 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kokusai Line) and 
Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah provides for the transportation 
of cargo under through bills of lading from Japan to Savannah, with 
transhipment at New York. 

6338 between N. V. Nederlandsch Amerikaansche Stoomvaart Maat- 
schappij (Holland-America Line) and Ocean Steamship Company of 
Savannah provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading from Rotterdam to Savannah, with transhipment at New York. 

6341 between Societe Franco-Iberique D’Armement and Ocean Steam- 
ship Company of Savannah provides for the transportation of palm 
fibre under through bills of lading from Casablanca, Morocco, to Savan- 
nah, with transhipment at New York. 

6344-1 modifies agreement 6344 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as an originating intercoastal carrier. 
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6345 between Mitsui Bussan Kaisha, Ltd. (Mitsui Line) and Ocean 
Steamship Company of Savannah provides for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from the Philippine Islands, the 
Straits Settlements, China, Hong Kong, and Japan to Savannah, with 
transhipment at New York. 

6352 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd., and Ocean Steamship 
Company of Savannah provides for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from the Philippine Islands, the Celebes, Java, 
the Straits Settlements, and Sumatra to Savannah, with transhipment 
at New York. 

6365 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and Ocean Steam- 
ship Company of Savannah provides for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from Singapore to Savannah, with tran- 
shipment at New York. 

6368-1 modifies agreement 6368 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as a delivering intercoastal carrier. 

6371-1 modifies agreement 6371 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as an originating intercoastal carrier. 

6372 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Company and Luckenbach Steamship Company, 
Inc., provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills of 
lading from Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchukuo, China, Indo- 
China, Hong Kong, the Philippine Islands, the Straits Settlements, India, 
and Ceylon to United States Atlantic Coast ports, with transhipment at 
San Francisco or Los Angeles Harbor. 

6373 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, Luckenbach 
Steamship Company, Inc., and Munargo Line Company provides for 
the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from United 
States Pacific Coast ports to Cuban ports, with transhipment at New 
York. 

6378 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kokusai Line) and 
Merchants & Miners Transportation Company provides for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from Japan to Jack- 
sonville, Miami, Palm Beach, and Savannah, with transhipment at 
Baltimore. 

6384 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, Pacific- 
Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line), and States Steamship 
Company—California Eastern Line, Inc. (California-Eastern Line) and 
The Bull Steamship Line provides for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from United States Pacific Coast ports to Miami 
and Fort Pierce, with transhipment at Jackscnville. 

6384-1 modifies agreement 6384 to include Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as an originating intercoastal carrier. 

6409-1 modifies agreement 6409 to include Pacific-Atlantic Steamship 
Company (Quaker Line), States Steamship Company—California Eastern 
Line, Inc. (California-Eastern Line), and Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as originating intercoastal carriers. 

6411-1 modifies agreement 6411 to include Pacific-Atlantic Steamship 
Company (Quaker Line), States Steamship Company—California East- 
ern Line, Inc. (California-Eastern Line), and Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) as delivering intercoastal carriers. 


6429 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd. (Dodwell-Castle Line), 
and Southern Pacific Company (Morgan Line) provides for the trans- 
portation of cargo under through bills of lading from ports in the 
Philippine Islands, the Celebes, Java, the Straits Settlements, and 


Sumatra to New Orleans, Galveston, and Houston, with transhipment 
at New York. 


6437 between Black Diamond Lines, Inc., and Southern Pacific 
Company (Morgan Line) provides for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading from Rotterdam to New Orleans, with tranship- 
ment at New York, and to Galveston and Houston, with transhipment 
at New York, Boston, Baltimore, or Norfolk. 


6447 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd. (Dodwell-Castle Line) 
and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation (Pan-Atlantic Line) provides 
for the transportation of cargo under through bills of lading from ports 
in Java, the Straits Settlements, the Philippine Islands, the Celebes, 
and Sumatra to New Orleans, Mobile, Panama City, and Tampa, with 
transhipment at Boston, New York, or Philadelphia. 


6477 between Sudden & Christenson (Arrow Line), McCormick 
Steamship Company, Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line), 
States Steamship Company—California Eastern Line, Inc. (California- 
Eastern Line), and Calmar Steamship Corporation and Kawasaki Kisen 
Kabushiki Kaisha (‘‘K’’ Line) provides for the transportation of cargo 
under through bills of lading from United States Atlantic Coast ports to 
Japan, Korea, Formosa, Siberia, Manchuria, China, Hong Kong, Indo- 
China, and the Philippine Islands, with transhipment at Portland, 
Seattle, Tacoma, Los Angeles Harbor, or San Francisco. 


6485 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Cunard White Star, Limited, by which they assume and agree 
to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 3119. 

6487 between United States of America—United States Maritime 
Commission (American Pioneer Line) and Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) by which they assume and agree to be 
bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 3820. 

6488 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Bristol City Line of Steamships, Ltd., by which they assume 
and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 4057. 

6489 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Seas Shipping Company, Inc. (Robin Line) by which they 
assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agree- 
ment 4347. 

6491 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Anchor Line, Limited, by which they assume and agree to be 
bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5225. 

6492 between Anchor Line, Limited, and Baltimore Mail Steamship 
Company (Panama Pacific Line) by which they assume and agree to be 
bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5226. 

6493 between United States Lines Company (United States Lines) 
and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) by which 
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they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of 
agreement 5422. 

6495 between Red Star Linie G. m. b. H. and Baltimore Mail Steam- 
ship Company (Panama Pacific Line) by which they assume and agree 
to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5489. 

6496 between Arnold Bernstein Schiffahrtsgesellschaft m. b. H. and 
Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) by which 
they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of 
agreement 5490. 

6497 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Red Star Linie G. m. b. H. by which they assume and agree 
to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5509. 

6498 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Arnold Bernstein Schiffahrtsgessellschaft m. b. H. by which 
they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of 
agreement 5511. 

6499 between Compagnie General Transatlantique (French Line) 
and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) by 
which they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions 
of agreement 5522. 

6501 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and United Fruit Company by which they assume and agree to 
be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5876. 

6502 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Det Forenede Dampskibs-Selskab (Scandinavian American 
Line) by which they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and 
conditions of agreement 3743. 

6503 between Northland Transportation Company and West Coast 
Transportation Company provides for the transportation of cargo under 
through bills of lading between Seattle, Wash., and Alaskan ports, with 
transhipment at Ketchikan, Alaska. 

6507 between Yamashita Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Yamashita Line) 
and Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah provides for the transpor- 
tation of cargo under through bills of lading from Japan to Savannah, 
with transhipment at New York. 

6512 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Matson Navigation Company and The Oceanic Steamship 
Company by which they assume and agree to be bound by the terms 
and conditions of agreement 2970. 

6514 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and The Oceanic Steamship Company by which they assume and 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 4920. 

6515 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and McCormick Steamship Company by which they assume and 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5326. 

6523 between Grace Line, Inc., and American-Hawaiian Steamship 
Company provides for the transportation of cargo under through bills 
of lading between ports in Mexico, Honduras, Guatemala, Salvador, 
Costa Rica, Nicaragua, Canal Zone, Panama, Colombia, Ecuador, Peru, 
and Chile, and San Francisco, Los Angeles Harbor, Portland, Astoria, 
Seattle, and Tacoma, with transhipment at Los Angeles Harbor or San 
Francisco. 

6538 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and The California Transportation Company—Sacramento & San 
Joaquin River Lines, Inc. (The River Lines), by which they assume 
and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5461. 

6539 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Bay Cities Transportation Company by which they assume 
and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5798. 

6541 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Union Steam Ship Company of New Zealand, Ltd., by which 
they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of 
agreement 5267. 

6542 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Union Steam Ship Company of New Zealand, Ltd., by which 
they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of 
agreement 5268. 

6543 between Baitimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Schafer Bros. Steamship Lines by which they assume and 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5325. 

6547 between Nippon Yusen Kaisya and McCormick Steamship Com- 
pany and Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific Line) 
by which they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and condi- 
tions of agreement 5306. 

6558 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Kingsley Navigation Company, Ltd., by which they assume 
and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5466. 

6561 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Carriso, Inc. (Flood Lines, Inc.), by which they assume and 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of agreement 5847. 

6564 between Compagnie Generale Transatlantique (French Line) 
and Mooremack Gulf Lines, Inc., provides for the transportation of 
cargo under through bills of lading from ports in France, the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the Irish Free State, 
and from Antwerp, Belgium, to Corpus Christi, with transhipment at 
New Orleans or Houston. 


6579 between Baltimore Mail Steamship Company (Panama Pacific 
Line) and Crowley Launch & Tugboat Company (Pioneer Line) by 


which they assume and agree to be bound by the terms and conditions 
of agreement 5431. 


Agreements Cancelled 


2865 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd. (Dodwell-Castle Line), 
and Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corporation, which has been superseded 
by 6447. 

2877 between Armement Deppe Societe Anonyme, Compagnie Gen- 
erale Transatlantique, Waterman Steamship Corporation, and five other 
carriers comprising the membership of the Antwerp/U. S. Gulf Ports 
Conference, which has been superseded by 6150. 

3365 between Sudden & Christenson (Arrow Line) and Kawasaki 
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Kisen Kaisha, which has been superseded by 6477. 

3508 between Gulf Pacific Mail Line, Ltd., and United Fruit Com- 
pany, which has been superseded by 5763. 

3509 between Swayne & Hoyt, Ltd. (Gulf Pacific Line) and United 
Fruit Company, which has been superseded by 5764. 

4184 between Calmar Steamship Corporation and Kawasaki Kisen 
Kaisha, which has been superseded by 6477. 

4272 between Prince Line, Ltd., Furness, Withy & Co., Ltd., Ed- 
ward P. Farley and Morton L. Fearey, Trustees of Munson Steamship 
Line, American Line Steamship Corporation, and Pacific Steam Naviga- 
tion Company provided for the booking and transportation of passen- 
gers on ‘‘Round South America Tours.”’ 

4337 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., and 
Standard Fruit and Steamship Company (Vaccaro Line), which has 
been superseded by 5569. 

4406 between Luckenbach Gulf Steamship Company, Inc., and 
United Fruit Company, which has been superseded by 5774. 

4434 between States Steamship Company (California-Eastern Line) 
and The Bull Steamship Line, which has been superseded by 6384. 

4435 between Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line) and 
The Bull Steamship Line, which has been superseded by 6384. 

4437 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd. (Dodwell-Castle Line), 
and Southern Pacific Company (Morgan Line), which has been super- 
seded by 6429. 

4445 between Lykes Bros.-Ripley Steamship Co., Inc. (Southern 
States Line), N. V. Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Stoomvaart-Maat- 
schappij, and Waterman Steamship Corporation, comprising the mem- 
bership of the Amsterdam-Rotterdam/U. S. A. Gulf Westbound Con- 
ference, which has been superseded by 6150. 

4456 between States Steamship Company (California-Eastern Line) 
and Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, which has been superseded by 6477. 

4457 between Pacific-Atlantic Steamship Company (Quaker Line) 
and Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, which has been superseded by 6477. 

5111 between Black Diamond Lines, Inc., and Southern Pacific 
Company (Morgan Line), which has been superseded by 6437. 

5724 between N. V. Nederlansch-Amerikaansche Stoomvaart-Maat- 
schappij (Holland-America Line) and Ocean Steamship Company of 
Savannah, which has been superseded by 6338. 

5851 between American-Hawaiian Steamship Company and The Bull 
Steamship Line, which has been superseded by 6384. 

5861 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and Ocean Steam- 
ship Company of Savannah, which has been superseded by 6365. 

5903 between Kokusai Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Kokusai Line) and 
Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah, which has been superseded by 
6335. 

5917 between Mitsui Bussan Kaisha, Ltd. (Mitsui Line) and Ocean 
Steamship Company of Savannah, which has been superseded by 6345. 

5939 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and Luckenbach 
Steamship Company, Inc., which has been superseded by 6372. 

5955 between Dollar Steamship Lines, Inc., Ltd., and American- 
Hawaiian Steamship Company, which has been superseded by 6372. 

5958 between Lancashire Shipping Co., Ltd., and Ocean Steamship 
Company of Savannah, which has been superseded by 6352. 

6144 between Yamashita Kisen Kabushiki Kaisha (Yamashita Line) 
and Ocean Steamship Company of Savannah, which has been superseded 
by 6507. 

6178 between Osaka Syosen Kaisya and Ocean Steamship Company 
of Savannah, which has been superseded by 6334. 


TRAFFIC ALLOCATION AGREEMENT 


On the ground that agreement No. 6510, between the 
members of the Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association, 
on the one hand, and members of the Gulf Intercoastal Con- 
ference, on the other, does not reflect the true and complete 
agreement of the parties as required by section 15 of the ship- 
ping act, the Maritime Commission has declined to approve 
the agreement but will hold open the record for 60 days to 
permit the parties to file a new agreement which will record 
the complete agreement and intention of the parties. The 
eg was made in No. 495, in the matter of agreement No. 
6510. 

The commission said that, with minor exceptions, the 
agreement was identical with agreement No. 5630 between 
the same parties, approved January 9, 1937, which expired 
July 9, 1938. It said the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co. 
and Inland Waterways Corporation intervened at the hearing. 
The agreement, among other things, the commission says, es- 
tablishes procedure for keeping each group of carriers in- 
formed of the changes which the other proposes to make in 
its rates, rules and regulations. The agreement contains a 
paragraph which the commission outlines as follows: 


Under paragraph 7 an imaginary line is drawn beginning at Michi- 
gan City, Ind., and ending at Cincinnati, Ohio. Territory east of the 
line is deemed to be naturally tributary to ports served by the Atlantic 
port group and territory west of the line is deemed to be naturally 
tributary to Gulf ports. Points on the line and, as to steel sheets only, 
Middletown, Ironton and Portsmouth, Ohio, and Ashland, Ky., adjacent 
to the line, are designated as common to both groups. It is agreed 
that traffic originating south and southeast of Cincinnati shall flow 
through its natural port as determined by the applicable inland ‘‘rail- 
rate’ structure. Applicants state this line depicts, generally, the line 
which, at the time the first agreement was entered into, represented a 
natural division of territory as between Atlantic and Gulf port groups 
because of the then existing inland rate structure; that from experience 
during the existence of Agreement 5630 the natural flow of traffic was 
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not naturally affected; and that under the subject agreement no reason 


exists to believe there will be a different effect in the future than in 
the past. 


It was pointed that at a hearing held in New Orleans in 
May, 1937, on complaint of Inland Waterways Corporation re- 
garding agreement No. 5630, in which the Mississippi Valley 
Barge Line Co. intervened, stipulations were entered into as 
to the interpretation to be placed on the agreement. The com- 
plaint was withdrawn and the proceeding was dismissed. Ap- 
plicants stated, said the commission, the new agreement was 
to be interpreted in the same manner as the prior agreement. 

Interveners were fearful, said the commission, that the 
agreement as drawn would adversely affect their stated right 
to traffic to and from points naturally tributary to routes es- 
tablished by them; and that through the equalization of in- 
land rates by the shrinkage of port-to-port rates by Atlantic 
port carriers it would operate to prevent their participation in 
traffic on through routes at joint rates established in connec- 
tion with Gulf applicants. Their objections in effect, said the 
commission, were that the agreement was not specific enough, 
and did not sufficiently restrict competition between the two 
groups of carriers. 

The commission concluded that such agreements as that 
involved in this case should be complete, especially as to mat- 
ters of substance and the language used should be so clear 


as to eliminate all necessity for any interpretation as to the 
intent thereof. 


PACIFIC COAST AGREEMENTS 


In a proposed report in No. 484, in the matter of agree- 
ments 6210, 6210-A, 6210-B, 6210-C, and 6105, covering water 
line operations on the Pacific Coast, Examiner C. W. Rob- 
inson, of the Maritime Commission, has recommended that the 
commission find unduly preferential and prejudicial a con- 
tract between Coastwise Line and the Crown Zellerbach Cor- 
poration providing for transportation at a rate lower than 
that charged the general public. He said the conference agree- 
ment, 6210-C, permitting such arrangement should not be ap- 
proved. He further found that an agreement (6105) between 
Coastwise Line and Columbia Basin Terminals, Inc., whereby 
a particular shipper was accorded more free time and as- 
sessed lower charges than the general public was also unduly 
preferential and prejudicial. He further found that Consoli- 
dated Olympic Line must be deemed a common carrier and 
not an agent of the vessel owner. He said its bill of lading 
form should be amended to conform with such common car- 
rier status. He also found that James Griffiths & Sons, Inc., 
a nonconference carrier, was a common carrier. To give ef- 
fect to these findings he said that the commission should find 
that agreements 6210 and 6210-A, except as the former was 
modified by agreement 6210-C, was not unlawful; that agree- 
ments 6210-B, 6210-C, and 6105 were unlawful and should 
not be approved; that Consolidated was a common carrier, 
and that its bill of lading form should be changed to conform 
to such finding; and that Griffiths was a common carrier. 


FEDERAL TRANSPORT CLUB 


Speaking before the Federal Transportation Association, 
composed of transportation employes of the federal govern- 
ment, November 9, Major General T. Q. Ashburn, presi- 
dent of the Inland Waterways Corporation, told of the crea- 
tion of the corporation and the development of barge trans- 
portation. He referred to criticism of accounting of the 
corporation and to contentions about expenditures of public 
funds on improvement of inland waterways being considered 
as water transportation costs. 

He said he had told President Harding, when the latter 
inquired of him why transportation on the Ohio had virtually 
disappeared, that provision should be made for through rail 
and water transportation and that the rivers should be made 
navigable and “completely channelized.” Also, said he, he had 
said that joint rail-water rates should be established. He 
then referred to steps that had been taken, including creation 
of the Inland Waterways Corporation, to give effect to those 
views. 

Quoting from one of the corporation’s annual reports as 
to contentions that its operating results would not pay interest 
on the investment or taxes and that there should be charged 
against the corporation the original cost of making rivers 
navigable, their upkeep “and everything else of which they can 
think,’’ General Ashburn said: 


It seems to me that this is a most illogical argument. To start 
with, Congress has created these navigable streams, made them toll 
free, in order to develop a cheap form of transportation. Whether 
or not this organization functions, the money has been spent, and 
will continue to be spent. I cannot concede that the vessels plying 
upon these navigable streams should be taxed at all for such use— 
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in fact, investigation has failed to develop any such vessel that is 
taxed. Even the New York State Canal, constructed by the people 
of New York alone, is forever toll free. 

The whole theory upon which Congress has proceeded for a 
hundred years was that these streams, being made navigable by 
taxation of all the people, should be free to be operated upon by 
any and all of our people, and an effort to raise the freight rates by 
taxing the facilities that are put upon these streams defeats the 
very object sought by Congress—cheap transportation. When Con- 
gress found that a private enterprise could not bring back water 
transportation, when it found that the government itself must create 
conditions necessary for the successful operation of a great common 
earrier which would prove that coordinated rail and water trans- 
portation could give cheaper than all-rail rates and furnish both rail 
and water facilities a living revenue, the Inland Waterways Corporation, 
a congressional agency, was established. When the instrument created 
by Congress for such purpose did promise to function successfully 
and at a profit, then, and not until then, did the cry arise that, even 
if the corporation did accomplish all that it claimed to do, it did 
not make enough to pay taxes and interest; that if it had to consider 
all the charges a railroad would have, it would not be able to exist 
without continuing appropriations. However, the net earnings for 
the corporation for 1938 will exceed a million dollars. 

It was Herbert Hoover who gave a most striking impetus to the 
awakening waterway movement, in an address where he stated: 

“Every drop of water which flows to the sea without performing 
some useful service is an economic waste.’’ * * * 

Water transportation has come back to stay, and no amount of 
juggling of figures regarding costs is going to deter anybody from 
using the facilities thereon, at a cheaper cost to him than via any 
other form of transportation. 

To superimpose upon actual costs of water transportation addi- 
tional costs of whatever character, so as to make it impossible for 
shippers to use water transportation, is to destroy that means of 
transportation which is today creating industry in the midst of agri- 
culture, building up our interior, and carrying out the 150-year policy 
of our government. 

The rivers are there. They have been more or less channelized. 
The money has been spent, and none of it would be saved whether 
there are water operators or not, so to show our appreciation of our 
God-given opportunities, let us utilize the rivers to their fullest extent. 
In no other way will they render any return upon our money. But 
in such utilization let us be fair to our competitors by imposing upon 
all forms of transportation a uniform system of regulation, to be con- 
trolled by a reorganized Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Nelson on Regulation 


L. C. Nelson, director of the division of regulation of the 
Maritime Commission, told the Federal Transportation Asso- 
ciation it was in fact the successor to the former Inter-Depart- 
mental Transportation Committee which was organized some 
thirty or more years ago under authority of the heads of vari- 
ous executive departments to consider questions pertaining to 
transportation services rendered for the government and the 
methods pursued in the different branches of service with a 
view to determining the practices under which the highest de- 
gree of economy, efficiency and uniformity could be obtained in 
relation to such transportation. 

After the creation of the Federal Traffic Board as a gov- 
ernmental agency the activities of the committee, he said, were 
considerably curtailed and it was disbanded six or seven years 
ago. Incidentally, he said, the association was to carry out 
in connection with government transportation what regulatory 
statutes were intended to accomplish for the benefit of the 
public generally, namely, uniformity and stability in practices 
as well as rates and charges. If the Federal Transportation 
Association operated as efficiently as the former interdepart- 
mental transportation committee, Mr. Nelson said, it would 
justify its existence. 


The subject assigned to Mr. Nelson was “regulation of 
transportation by common carriers by water.” Before dis- 
cussing the existing law he traced the development of trans- 
portation and the changes in the views of the public with 
respect to regulation. Mr. Nelson did not confine himself to 
regulation by water but reviewed the legislation under which 
the railroads had been regulated for more than fifty years. 


Sentiment for regulation of common carriers by water, he 
said, developed somewhat along the lines it had develpoed for 
regulation of rail transportation. Because of demands for regu- 
lation Mr. Nelson said, in 1912 the House of Representatives 
authorized its committee on merchant marine and fisheries to 
make a complete and thorough investigation of the methods 
and practices of various ship lines, both domestic and foreign, 


engaged in overseas or foreign commerce and in coastwise and ° 


inland commerce. The hearings of that committee, he said, 
eventually led to the enactment of the shipping act of 1916. 
That act, he said, was patterned somewhat after the interstate 
commerce act, being based primarily on the theory that ship- 
pers needed protection. 

In the world war period and shortly thereafter, Mr. Nelson 
said, little consideration was given to the regulatory provisions 
of the 1916 act. Prior to 1925, the Shipping Board, he said, had 
been called on tc make but few formal decisions with respect to 
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rates and practices of carriers. Since 1934, he said, more regu- 
latory decisions and orders had been issued than were issued in 
the previous eighteen years of regulation. 

According to Mr. Nelson, section 15 of the 1916 act is one 
of the most important regulatory sections. That was the one, 
he said, which authorized the making of conference agreements 
by operators for the purpose of fixing or regulating transpor- 
tation rates, giving or receiving special rates, accommodations, 
or (in effect) in any way regulating common carriage or matters 
pertinent thereto without being amenable to the antitrust laws. 
The Maritime Commission, he said, had no direct control over 
the reasonableness of rates of individual carriers in foreign 
commerce, but under that section it might find rates main- 
tained by a group of carriers, under a conference agreement, 
were detrimental to the commerce of the United States be- 
cause unreasonably high, and if the rate situation found detri- 
mental was not adjusted might cancel the conference agree- 
ments. Mr. Nelson said that the Maritime Commission’s con- 
tacts with both shippers and carriers showed that the majority 
were in favor of conference agreements. Those agreements, he 
said, assisted carriers in maintaining stable and uniform rates, 
thereby preventing costly rate wars; and that such rates per- 
mitted shippers to plan selling campaigns and to quote prices 
for future delivery. 

The extent to which that section was used, he said, might 
be gathered from the fact that there were now approximately 
2,227 approved agreements on file with the commission. An 
average of 100 new or modified agreements, he said, were filed 
each month and a major portion of the commission’s formal 
cases which had been decided had involved a consideration of 
that section. The tendency at the present time, he said, was to 
require fuller and more complete agreements informative in 
all respects, to be filed to comply with section 15. 


SEGREGATION CHARGES 


Martin L. Close, of Alexandria, La., has filed a complaint 
with the Maritime Commission, docketed as No. 502, against 
the Gulf Pacific Line, alleging that segregation charges col- 
lected at Lake Charles, La., on shipments of canned goods and 
dried fruits originating on the Pacific coast, were unjust and 
unreasonable in violation of section 18 of the shipping act. 
Complainant said similar charges were condemned as unjust 


and unreasonable in dockets Nos. 322 and 459. Reparation of 
$80.77 is asked. 


COATED COTTON CLOTH 

In a report in No. 469, Leather Supply Co., Inc., and Max 
Schechter, doing business as Supreme Steel Co. vs. Luckenbach 
Steamship Co., Inc., the Maritime Commission has dismissed 
the complaint on finding that the rate on artificial or imitation 
leather was properly applied on pyroxylin coated cotton cloth 
finished to simulate leather, shipped from Philadelphia, Pa., 
to Los Angeles Harbor and San Francisco, Calif. 


SHIP CONSTRUCTION BIDS 
The Maritime Commission has received bids for its new 
design combination passenger cargo C-3 single screw steel 
ships. On a fixed price basis for a single ship the bids range 
from a low of $3,264,300, submitted by the Sun Shipbuilding & 
Drydock Co., Chester, Pa., to a high of $4,492,000, submitted by 


the Bethlehem Steel Co., Inc., shipbuilding and repair division, 
New York City. 


WINE AND CHAMPAGNE 
The protest of the Intercoastal Steamship Freight Associa- 
tion against the reduced rates on wine and champagne as 
published by Shepard Steamship Company has been withdrawn 
because the Shepard Steamship Company allowed this reduc- 
tion to remain in effect only for one day and then the rates 
of 58 cents on wine and 115 cents on champagne were put back 


— effective November 9 (see Traffic World, Oct. 29, 
p. : 


M. C. ARGUMENT 


The Maritime Commission has announced that oral argu- 
ment on exceptions to the proposed report in No. 460, Sun- 
Maid Raisin Growers Association and Sunland Sales Coopera- 
tive Association vs. Blue Star Line, Ltd., et al.; No. 461, Stock- 
ton Port District vs. Blue Star Line, Ltd., et al.; and No. 464, 
Stockton Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Blue Star Line, Ltd., et al., 
will be heard November 30, in room 1851, Department of Com- 
merce building, Washington, D. C. 


INTERCOASTAL WHEAT 


The Maritime Commission, in a report in No. 447, Tri-State 
Wheat Transportation Council and Farm Rate Council vs. Ala- 
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meda Transportation Co., Inc., et al., dealing with defendant’s 
rates, charges, rules and regulations on grain moving from 
Pacific ports to Atlantic and Gulf ports, has found that the 
assailed rules and regulations applicable to transportation of 
wheat and the assailed rate on sacked wheat have not been 
shown to have been unlawful. It has further found that the 
rate assailed on bulk wheat is not unduly and unreasonably 
prejudicial and preferential but is and will be unjust and 
unreasonable to the extent it exceeds or may exceed $6 a net 
ton, minimum 500 net tons. The order for the future is effective 
on or before December 31. 


WOOD INSULATING BOARD 
The Maritime Commission has dismissed the complaint in 
No. 436, Dant & Russell, Inc., vs. American-Hawaiian Steam- 
ship Co. et al., finding not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial 
defendants’ rates on pressed wood insulating board from Port- 
land, Ore., to Atlantic and Gulf ports of the United States. 


U. S. INTERCOASTAL TRADE 


In the United States intercoastal trade in September there 
were 44 ships with 175,667 tons of cargo which transited the 
Panama Canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific, while in the 
reverse direction there were 46 ships with 346,356 tons of 
cargo, according to the Panama Canal Record. 


EMPLOYES ON SUBSIDIZED VESSELS 


The Maritime Commission has postponed until December 1 
its hearing with respect to minimum wage scales, minimum 
manning scales and reasonable working conditions for electri- 
cians, machinists, plumbers, storekeepers, boilermakers, etc., 
previously set for November 1, at 200 Bush Street, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 


SUGAR RATE SUSPENSION 


The Maritime Commission has received 14th amended page 
71A to Agent J. P. Williams’ eastbound Tariff 1B, SB-I No. 3, 
effective December 2, canceling the proposed reduced rate of 
22% cents a hundred pounds on sugar, shown in Item 1290. 
The rates to apply are shown in Item 1285 of that tariff. The 
22% cent sugar rate was suspended by the Maritime Commis- 
sion from September 20 until January 20 (see Traffic World, 
Sept. 24, p. 605). 


BOOTS OR SHOES BY MOTOR 

The Commission, by division 5, in MC C-100, boots or shoes 
between Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass., has instituted an 
inquiry into the reasonableness and lawfulness otherwise of 
rules, regulations, and commodity rates on boots or shoes in 
boxes, crates, or trunks, as published in item 60-A of supple- 
ment No. 3 to Agent Earle C. Doebener’s tariff MF I. C. C. No. 
402 (Agent Joseph M. Adelizzi series) applicable between Balti- 
more and Boston. All common carriers by motor vehicle par- 
ticipating in the rates referred to have been made respondents. 
Examiner T. Naftalin will hold a hearing in the inquiry Decem- 
ber 14 at the Hotel New Yorker, New York, N. Y. 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 

In October 494 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and the tolls thereon amounted to $1,977,706.76, accord- 
ing to a report made by the Governor of the Canal to the 
Secretary of War. In October last year the transits were 461 
and the tolls $1,981,087.87, while in September this year the 
transits were 438 and the tolls, $1,741,895.46. 

For the ten months ended with October the transits were 
4,612 and the tolls $18,593,523.49, as compared with 4,668 
transits and tolls of $20,211,562.75 in the corresponding period 
of 1937. 


WAREHOUSE FORMS 

The Division of Simplified Practice of the U. S. National 
Bureau of Standards has announced that simplified practice 
recommendation R34, warehouse forms, has again been re- 
affirmed without change by the standing committee in charge 
of the review of this program. 

This recommendation covers the sizes of the various kinds 
of forms used in the warehouse business and the arrangement 
of their subject matter. It was first made effective in Sep- 
tember, 1924, and was reaffirmed once before, in November, 
1935. 

Copies of the recommendation may be obtained from the 
Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D. C., for 10 cents each. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thuught proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Departmert, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Reparation—Based Upon Order of Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission in Formal Case Covering Like Shipments 


Pennsylvania.—Question: Under date of February 9, 1925, 
we filed a reparation claim. In this claim we listed destina- 
tion states, and under date of November 11, 1930, the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission handed down their decision in 
our favor basing their views as “overcharges” and recom- 
mended that they be paid immediately. 

We were successful in collecting on shipments to the 
destination states listed in the complaint. 

Inasmuch as the complaint was decided upon as an “over- 
charge” claim, could we collect on similar shipments to desti- 
nations not shown in the original complaint? 

If there should be such a case covered by an Interstate 
Commerce Commission number, we would thank you for it. 

Answer: If the additional shipments to which you refer 
moved between points within the scope of the Commission’s 
decision holding that the shipments covered by the claims 
which have been paid by the carriers were overcharges, 
reparation may be had on the additional shipments (Louisville 
& N. R. Co. vs. Sloss-Sheffield Steel & Iron Co., 269 U. S. 217, 
46 S. Ct. 73), but only as to shipments which were delivered 
within the statutory period, namely three years prior to the 
date the complain which covered the shipments on which you 
have recovered overcharges was filed with the Commission or 
within the statutory period of three years prior to the time a 
complaint is filed with the Commission covering the additional 
shipments. See the Commission’s decision in Louis Werner 
Saw Mill Co. vs. Illinois Central R. R. Co., 17 I. C. C. 388. In 
this case the Commission states that all complaints for the 
recovery of damages must be filed with the Commission within 
two years from the time the cause of action accrues and not 
after; that it would have no authority to permit a complaint 
filed within this period to be amended or supplemented so as 
to bring in claims that were not filed within the time expressly 
stated in the statute; that the Commission can not sanction a 
practice that would permit the revival of claims barred by the 


' statute by subsequently attaching them to other claims pre- 


sented within the prescribed peTiod. 
Tariff Interpretation 


Illinois—Question: Please refer to W. T. L. Tariff 230-A, 
L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2592, Supp. 63, Section 4, page 29, 
and advise to what extent I. F. A. Tariff No. 80, R. A. Sperry’s 
I. C. C. No. 375 will apply in connection with this section. 

The carriers involved state that the application is restricted 
to destinations in the territory described in section 7 of I. F. A. 
80, while we contend that in so far as Section 4 of Tariff 
230-A is concerned, it will apply to any points covered by the 
tariff. If our reasoning js not correct we can see no point in 
Section 4 referring to I. F. A. 80 for ratings, as W. T. L. Tariff 
230-A does not apply within the territory described in Section 
7 of I. F. A. 80. 


Answer: In our opinion the application of I. F. A. Tariff 
No. 80, Agent R. A. Sperry’s I. C. C. No. 375, in connection 
with the rates published in W. T. L. Tariff No. 230-A, Agent 
Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2592, Section 4 thereof, is limited to the 
destinations in the territory described in Section 7 of the former 
tariff. 

In its decision in Lammert Furniture Co. vs. Southern Ry. 
Co., 126 I. C. C. 197, the Commission held that when a tariff 
refers to another tariff for rules or application, the tariff 
referred to in effect becomes a part of the tariff making such 
reference, and that restrictions which are a part of the tariff 
referred to, are thereby included in the tariff making the 
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reference, unless the latter tariff clearly and specifically pro- 
vides otherwise. 


Damages—Delay 


Maryland.—Question: Will you please endeavor to locate 
a ruling upon a situation which has arisen in our claim de- 
partment, and on which we cannot find any definite ruling. 

Our Albany, New York, house made a shipment to us of 
one complete bed which upon delivery checked the rails short. 
We accepted the bed ends and kept them in stock. The rails 
later arrived on a free astray movement and were delivered 
to us. It so happens that possibility of sale in this particular 
bed had passed and as it is not carried in our current catalog 
we are unable to place it in our stock for sale to future cus- 
tomers. Due to the carrier delivering an incomplete bed it was 
necessary that we had a special bed of this kind made up to 
satisfy the need for which it was intended. We now have the 
bed in our house but because all possibility of sale had passed, 
we are unable to use same, and it is a total loss to us at this 
time. We therefore, wish to file claim with the carrier handling 
this merchandise and return the bed complete to them and 
enter claim for its value. As the loss of sale in this instance 
was due to neglect on the part of the carrier we feel we are 
entitled to take such action as has been explained in the 
previous sentence. 

Will you please advise us if we are within our rights in 
taking such action to satisfy our loss in this matter, and 
whether the carriers due to their negligence, are liable to the 
extent that they must accept return of this bed and sell it to 
their best advantage and pay our claim which we are filing 
with them. 

If you are able to locate a definite ruling covering a 
situation of this kind and advise us just what are our rights in 


the matter we shall be very much indebted to you for your 
cooperation. 


Answer: Delay in delivery of the goods, even though ‘it is 
such as to render the carrier liable, does not constitute con- 
version, and the person entitled to the goods cannot, on that 
account refuse to receive them and sue for the full value. Fox 
vs. Boston, etc., R. Co., 148 Mass. 220, 19 N. E. 222; Higgins 
vs. U. S. Express Co., 83 N. J. L. 393, 85 Atl. 450; Scovill vs. 
Griffith, 12 N. Y. 509; Briggs vs. New York Central, etc., R. 
Co., 28 Barb. 515; Fishman vs. Platt, 90 N. Y. S. 354. The 
measure of damages is not the value of the goods, since the 
bailor still retains the ownership, but the loss proximately 
caused by the delay. The Caledonia, 157 U. S. 124, 15 S. Ct. 
537; Fox vs. Boston, etc., R. Co. (Mass.), 19 N. E. 222; Higgins 
vs. U. S. Express Co., 83 N. J. L. 398, 85 Atl. 450; Scovill vs. 
Griffith, 12 N. Y. 509. The carrier’s liability isto compensate 
for the damages growing out of the delay, and not for loss 
(Moody vs. Southern R. Co., 79 S. C. 297, 60 S. E. 711); and 
the remedy of the party entitled to the goods is to sue for the 
damages he has sustained by reason of the delay (Southern 
Express Co. vs. Hanaw, 134 Ga. 445, 67 S. E. 944; Ryland vs. 
Chesapeake, etc., R. Co., 55 W. Va. 181, 42 S. E. 923). The 
rule proceeds on the theory that a party injured by the breach 
of a contract by another should take all reasonable steps to 
minimize the damage he will suffer. (New Orleans, etc., R. Co. 
vs. Tyson, 46 Miss. 729; Brown vs. Weir, 95 App. Div. 78, 
88 N. Y. S. 479; St. Louis, etc., R. Co. vs. Dreyfus, 37 Okla. 
492, 132 Pac. 491; Nettles vs. South Carolina R. Co., 41 S. C. L. 
190, 62 Amd. 409). The length of the delay does not in any way 
affect the operation of the rule (Higgins vs. U. S. Express Co., 
83 N. J. L. 398, 85 Atl. 450; Block vs. U. S. Express Co., 75 
N. J. L. 455, 68 Atl. 173; Moody vs. Southern R. Co., 79 S. C. 
297, 60 S. E. 711; Ryland vs. Chesapeake, etc., R. Co., 55 W. Va. 
181, 46 S. E. 923). So the fact that the owner of the goods 
has been obliged to buy other like goods does not affect the 
rule (Chicago, etc., R. Co. vs. Pfeiffer, 90 Ark. 524, 119 S. W. 
642; Ill. Cent. R. Co. vs. Johnson, 116 Tenn. 624, 94 S. W. 600); 
he should accept the goods and sue for the damages caused 
by the delay (Chicago, etc., R. Co. vs. Pfeiffer, 90 Ark. 524, 
119 S. W. 642). 

However, it has been held that where goods were of special 
design and consignee purchased others and the goods are 
thereby rendered worthless, full value may be _ recovered. 
Ulrich Mill Brook Co., Ltd., vs. Mo. Pac., 212 Pac. 654. 


Tariff Interpretation 


lowa.—Question: A carload of strawberries moved from 
Gadsden, Tenn., to Iowa Falls, Iowa, delivery being made May 
19, 1937. The shipment moved via L. & N. to Evansville, IIl., 
and Illinois Central from that point to destination. Freight 
charges were collected on the basis of a through rate of $1.18% 
based 79% cents to Dubuque and 39 cents beyond that point. 

Agent Sperry’s Tariff No. 15-C, I. C. C. No. 343, is not 
applicable as it refers to Agent Kipp’s Tariff No. 167-G, I. C. C. 
No. A-2675 for rates to Iowa Falls from Gadsden, Tenn., which 
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point takes Humboldt, Tenn., rates. Agent Kipp’s Tariff No. 
167-G, I. C. C. No. A-2675 publishes a third class rate of $1.16 
per 100 lbs. from Memphis, Tenn., to Iowa Falls, Ia. Gadsden 
Tenn., is not shown as an origin in this tariff, but as it » 
directly intermediate to Memphis, under the intermediate rué 
published in this tariff the third class rate from Gadsden, Tenr’ 
to Iowa Falls, Ia., is $1.15 per 100 lbs. \ 

Agent Kipp’s tariff No. 167-G, I. C. C. A-2675 also carries 
an alternative rule providing for the application of the lowest 
combination by any route. L. & N. Tariff I. C. C. No. A-16238 
publishes a rate to Omaha, Nebr., of $1.15% per 100 lbs. with 
no fourth section relief, which we believe establishes a through 
rate to Iowa Falls, Ia., which is subject to Item 180-B of this 
tariff, the alternative rule providing for the application of lower 
combinations via any route. The cheapest rate we can check 
is 99% cents per 100 lbs., based 72 cents to Keokuk, as per 
L. & N. Tariff I. C. C. No. A-16238 and 27% cents beyond that 
point. 

We would appreciate your reviewing the rate situation and 
advising the correct rate to apply. 

Answer: Illinois Freight Association Tariff Bureau Tariff 
15-B, Agent Sperry’s Tariff I. C. C. No. 397, provides that 
Gadsden, Tenn., takes Humboldt, Tenn., rates. However, in 
Note A, in Section 19 of this tariff, it is provided that the rates 
named in this tariff will not apply from Humboldt, Tenn.; 
~ a see W. T. L. Tariff 167-G, Agent Kipp’s I. C. C. No. 
A- t 

Agent Kipp’s Tariff No. 167-G, I. C. C. No. A-2675 provides 
that Humboldt, Tenn., takes Memphis, Tenn. (Group 1) basis 
on commodities. However, no commodity rate is published in 
this tariff from Memphis, Tenn., to Iowa Falls, Ia., on straw- 
berries. 

Agent Kipp’s Tariff No. 167-G, I. C. C. No. A-2675 pub- 
lishes class rates from Memphis, Tenn., to Iowa Falls, Ia., but 
provides on page 76 by reference 9, in connection with rates 
from Memphis, Tenn., that the departure from the terms of 
the fourth section of the Interstate Commerce Act is permitted 
by authority of Interstate Commerce Commission fourth sec- 
tion order No. 7836 of October 7, 1922. Therefore the third 
class rate from Memphis, Tenn., can not be applied from 
Gadsden, Tenn., under the intermediate rule. 

Gadsden, Tenn., is not intermediate between Humboldt, 
Tenn., and Iowa Falls, Iowa via the route over which the 
shipment moved. 


Agent Kipp’s Tariff 167-G, I. C. C. No. A-2675 carries an 
alternative rule (Item 70) providing for the application of the 
lowest combination via any route, but inasmuch as there is no 
joint through rate on strawberries from Gadsden, Tenn., to 
Iowa Falls, Ia., this alternative rule has no application. 

While there is an intermediate rule, namely, Item 305, in 
L. & N. Tariff I. C. C. No. A-16238, this intermediate rule is 
applicable only where specifically referred to. As no reference 
is made thereto in connection with the rate on strawberries 
from Gadsden, Tenn., to Omaha, Nebr., of $1.15% published 
in this tariff, this rate cannot be applied to Iowa Falls, Iowa. 

In the absence of a joint through rate, the lowest combina- 
tion, which appears to be that based on Keokuk, Ia., is the 
applicable rate. 


Damages—Measure of—Goods Transported to Shipper’s 
Warehouses 


Ohio.—Question: I will appreciate your answering the fol- 
lowing questions: 

My understanding as to the carrier’s liability under the 
Cummins Amendment with respect to cars that are delayed, 
produce especially, is that the carrier is liable for the difference 
in the actual value of the shipment at destination at the time 
the car should have arrived and its value at the time it actually 
did arrive, in which case the value is predicated on the basis 
of the market as published by the government quotations. 

In submitting claims to the carriers for market decline, 
they admit delay and liability, but insist that we furnish them 
an account sales in order to properly substantiate our loss. 

We operate as a chain grocery unit and it is impossible 
for us to furnish an account sales as the merchandise is taken 
into our warehouse and then distributed to our stores for sales 
to the ultimate consumer, and it has been our argument with 
the carrier that were the carlot market decline to eventually 
fluctuate on the L. C. L. market, and in order to meet the price 
of our competitors, we have to reduce our price to retail stores 
in order to sell the merchandise. 

If you have any decisions bearing on this question I will 
appreciate hearing from you. 

Answer: In the McCaull-Dinsmore case, 253 U. S. 97, 
40 S. Ct. 504, the Supreme Court of the United States held that 
the provisions formerly carried in the carrier’s bill of lading, 
which provided that the amount of any loss or damage fo: 
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which any carrier is liable should be computed on the basis of 
the value of the property at the time and place of shipment, 
including freight charges, if paid, to be a limitation upon the 
warrier’s liability, and therefore contrary to the Cummins 
mendment, and in effect stated that the measure of damages 
ras the actual loss caused by the breach of contract of car- 
viage, which loss is what the shipper would have had if the 
contract had been performed. The plaintiff in this case was 
the consignor, a shipper of grain. 
In the Crail case, 281 U. S. 57, 50 S. Ct. 180, the plaintiff 
was the consignee, a retailer of coal. The court in this case, 
citing its decision in the McCaull-Dinsmore case, said: 


By the Cummins Amendment the holder of a bill of lading issued 
for an interstate rail shipment is entitled to recover for failure to make 
delivery of any part of the shipment without legal excuse, ‘‘the full 
actual loss, damage or injury to such property’’ at point of destination. 
Chicago, ete., Ry. Co. vs. McCaull-Dinsmore Co., 253 U. S. 97. 


The court in effect held that as the coal which was the 
subject of the claim for storage was to be placed in stock and 
it was not necessary for the dealer to purchase coal at retail 
at destination to fulfill a contract of sale, the wholesale price 
of coal at destination, plus freight charges from origin to 
destination was the measure of damages. 

With respect to goods which are transported to warehouses 
of the shipper, there are no decisions of which we are aware, 
in which either the Supreme Court of the United States or the 


state courts have determined the question of the measure of 
damages. 


The rule for measuring the amount of the carrier’s liability 
for loss of or injury to goods in transit, as ordinarily stated, 
is that the owner is entitled to recover, in case of injury 
thereto, the difference between the market value of the goods 
at point of destination at the time of arrival in the condition 
in which delivered, and their market value if they had been 
delivered in good condition; and in case of loss thereof, the 
market value at point of destination at the time the goods 
should have arrived in the usual course of transportation, 
from which amounts the freight charges, if unpaid are to be 
deducted. 


With respect to the measure of damages where goods are 
placed in a warehouse as stock. Obviously, the value of such 
goods at the warehouse is the basis of recovery, but how to 
arrive at this amount is the problem. In several cases it has 
been held that, where a buyer brought suit for loss of part of 
a carload shipment, he was entitled only to the point of origin 
cost, plus freight, where, by reason of having on hand a stock 
of such goods sufficient for immediate sales, it was not neces- 
sary for him to go into the market at point of destination, and 
purchase at retail, goods sufficient to replace those lost or 
injured in transit by the carrier. See Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. vs. 
Crail, 281 U. S. 57, 50 S. Ct. 180; Smith vs. N. Y. O. & W. R. 
Co., 191 N. Y. S. 52; Brown Coal Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. Co., 192 
N. W. 920. 


This principle would seem to be applicable in a modified 
sense in the instant case, i. e., that the amount of recovery 
should be limited to the value of the goods at point of origin, 
plus freight charges, taking into consideration the fact that the 
goods at point of destination belong to the shipper. Under 
such a basis the amount of the recovery would be limited to 
the cost of production, including overhead expenses, plus freight 
charges from the point of manufacture to the warehouse. 


Bills of Lading—Weights of L. C. L. Shipments 


New York.—Question: We install equipment in the offices 
of business firm in many of the large cities in which we operate 
and thereby furnish a special service to subscribers on a rental 
basis. From time to time we have occasion to dismantle this 
equipment and remove it from a subscriber’s premises. 

The foreman in charge of dismantling and removing the 
equipment invariably does not have any facilities available for 
weighing the many different items of material after they have 
been packed and are ready for shipment to our warehouse by 
rail or motor truck. 

Since the foreman does not know and is not able to furnish 
the carriers with the actual weights of the various boxes, crates 
and bundles to be shipped, will you please advise me as to the 
shipper’s or carrier’s duties or responsibilities for furnishing 
or obtaining the correct weights of these shipments which are 
invariably shipped in less than carload, or less than truckload 
quantities. 

Should the foreman who prepares the bill of lading and 
ships the material estimate the weights and enter them on the 
bill of lading? 

Or, should the foreman estimate the weights and enter 
them on the bill of lading with a signed notation stating that 
the weights indicated are estimated and not actual? 
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Or, should the foreman leave the space for the weights to 
be entered on the bill of lading blank? 

I would appreciate receiving your advice as to how this 
situation should be dealt with together with any Commission or 
court decisions on the subject. 


Answer: Neither Consolidated Freight Classification No. 12 
nor National Motor Freight Classification No. 3 carries any 
provision with respect to the showing of weights of L. C. L. 
shipments. Rule 2 of the former issue states that shipping 
orders and bills of lading for L. C. L. shipments must specify 
number of articles, packages or pieces, but say nothing as to 
weight. Rule 2 of the National Motor Freight Classification 
does not require the specification of the number of articles, 
packages or pieces. 


The bills of lading in both classifications carry a column 
for the showing of the weight of the shipment and in connec- 
tion therewith the notation “subject to correction.” 

It would appear, therefore, that the showing of the weight 
of L. C. L. shipments by the shipper is optional, as in any 
event it is subject to correction by the carrier. 


NEW COMPLAINTS FILED 


No. 28140, Samuel Radbill and Florence Radbill, trading, and dba Rad- 
bill Oil Co., Philadelphia, Pa., vs. A. & W. et al. 

Rates and/or charges, petroleum grease, C. L., or in mixed C. L. 
with petroleum lubricating oil, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh and Brad- 
ford, Pa., and other official territory origin points, to points in 
W. T. L. territory, in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue 
preference alleged being for shippers, marketers and refiners of 
refined petroleum products from points in midcontinent fields to 
W. T. L. points. Ask reasonable rates and that the complaint be 
joined for hearing at the same time with I. and S. 4533. (Alfred 
H. Caterson, Jr., 3rd and Berks Streets, Philadelphia, Pa.) 

No. 28141, South Chicago Coal & Dock Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. Chicago 
Short Line Railway Co. et al. 

Rates, bituminous coal, South Chicago, Ill., to points in Illinois 
and Iowa, in violation of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference 
alleged being for shippers that receive lower rates and charges 
for substantially similar transportation service. Asks reasonable 
rates. (C. B. Cardy and W. F. Garman, 608 South Dearborn St., 
Chicago, Ill.) 

MC C-99, Southern Motor Carriers Rate Conference, Atlanta, Ga., vs. 
M. K. Kirkpatrick, dba M & K Motor Express, lessee and operator 
of H. B. Manners, dba Manners Motor Express, Nashville, Tenn. 

Alleges rates published by Kirkpatrick, his MF-I. C. C. No. 1 
and supplementt No. 1 containing commodity rates applying be- 
tween points in Tennesse, Virginia, North Carolina and South 
Carolina, result in unfair, ruinous, destructive competitive practices 
and present a serious threat to the existence of a general, reason- 
abie, and uniform level of rates in this territory and entire south- 
ern territory applicable by hundreds of other motor carriers which 
it is necessary to maintain in order that the trucking industry 
as a whole can continue efficiently to serve the public, and are in 
violation of section 202(a) and 216(b)(d). Asks that the defendant 
be required to file and maintain rates on a parity with a majority 
of his motor carrier competitors operating in this territory. (Edgar 
Watkins, Jr., 808 Bona Allen Blidg., Atlanta, Ga.) 

Ex Parte MC 28, jurisdiction over employes of motor carriers. 

Investigation instituted by the Commission to determine the 
extent of its jurisdiction of employes of contract, common and 


private motor carriers under section 204(a) of the motor carrier 
act, other than drivers. 


MC C-100, boots or shoes between Baltimore, Md., and Boston, Mass. 
This is an investigation instituted by the Commission on its own 
motion into and concerning the reasonableness and lawfulness 
otherwise of motor carrier rules, regulations, and commodity rates 
on boots and shoes in boxes, crates, or trunks, as published in Item 
60-A of Supplement No. 3 to Agent Earle C. Doebener’s MF-I. C. C. 
No. 402 (Agent Joseph M. Adelizzi series) applicable between Bal- 
timore, Md., and Boston, Mass. 


No. 28142, Western Pennsylvania Refiners’ Traffic Association et al. 
vs. Alton et al. 

Unreasonable rates, grease, C. L., or in mixed C. L. with lubri- 

cating oil, points in Pennsylvania, New York and West Virginia 

to points in western trunk line territory. Asks reasonable rates. 


(Fayette B. Dow and Harry S. Elkins, 930 Munsey Bldg., Wash- 
ington, D. C.) 


No. 28143, Ross Bros., Fort Worth, Tex., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
Unreasonable rates, and charges, horses and mules, Las Cruces, 
N. M., to points in Texas. Asks rates and reparation. (Leffing- 
well, Currie & Davis, 1908 Santa Fe Bldg., Dallas, Tex.) 


MC C-101, Northwest Tariff Bureau, St. Paul, Minn., vs. Adams Trans- 
fer & Storage Co., Fargo, N. D., et al. 

Ratings, rules, regulations, rates and charges, property other 
than live stock, dairy products moving from point of production, 
household goods and used store or office furniture and fixtures, 
automobiles, liquid commodities moving in bulk in mobile tanks, 
high explosives and articles of unusual value, between Fargo, West 
Fargo, Grand Forks, N. D., Moorhead and East Grand Forks, 
Minn., on the one hand, and points in Minnesota, on the other, 
in violation of sections 216(b) (d) (i), 202 (a) and 218 (a) of the 
motor carrier act. Asks reasonable ratings, rules, regulations, 


rates and charges. (Franklin J. Van Osdel, First National Bank 
Bldg., Fargo, N. D.) 
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Over 8,000,000 


Square Feet of 


Storage Space 


Exceptional accommodations are pro- 
vided by this great Chain for the daily 
handling of thousands of tons of mer- 
chandise—bulk goods, packaged com- 
modities—which are received from 
all parts of America and the leading 
commercial countries of the world. 


Much of this freight is placed in 
Chain warehouses for long or short 
storage. Much is immediately trans- 
shipped to every point of the compass. 
And all is handled swiftly, safely and 
economically. 


One to 24-hour delivery service 
available throughout the East. And 
shipments are made from all Chain 
terminals for inland, coastwise, inter- 
coastal and world ports. 


Lower your storage and delivery 
costs by spotting stocks in Chain 
warehouses and shipping through 
Chain terminals. Profit from the other 
important economies and services of 
Chain members—services that include 
all those of a private branch office 
except selling. 


Write for rates and other particulars 


TIDEWATER T 
ed Inland Wa 


WALTER B. McKINNEY 


President 


Broad Street Station Building 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
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at PHILADELPHIA Eleven mammoth warehouses 
. « « 2,100,000 square fect . . . located at all key centers... 
each served by Pennsylvania R. R. sidings and other carriers. 
Modern steel-and-concrete construction with sprinkler 
systems. Low insurance rates. Every convenience forprompt 
and efficient handling of merchandise of all kinds. Liberal 
allowance on stored goods. Special facilities for warehousing 
flour, wool, cotton and canned and packaged freight. 


MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


10 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, Pa. George M. Richardson, VicePresident 


































at BAYWAY (Elizabeth), N.J. Nine modern, re- 
inforced concrete warehouses, 100% sprinkler pmtected, 
with 1,070,000 sq. ft. of storage and manufacturing space; 
served by the Central R. R. of New Jersey; unlimited rail- 
road sidings (with accommodations for 40 cars) ; storage-in- 
transit arrangements in effect. Weather-protected loading 
platforms for trucks. Has the largest and best-equipped fu- 
migation plant in New York Harbor for fumigating cotton 
and similar fibrous materials, foodstuffs, furniture, ¢¢e. The 
plant is also equipped with a Cotton Compress. Actommo- 
dations for deep-water vessels, barges and lighters for direct 
handling of consignments into warehouse building. A.D. T. 
BAYWAY TERMINAL CORPORATION 
Bayway (Elizabeth), N. J. R. S. McElroypManager 
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at NORFOLK Over a mile of dockage eliminates loading 
and unloading delays. Eight railroads provide direct rout- 
ing to any point. Loading and unloading are completed un- 
der cover. Eight modern warehouses . . . 2,200,000 sq. ft.... 
provide every convenience for the safe, prompt handling of 
merchandise of all kinds. An efficient organization assures 
capable management of shipments entrusted to our care. 


NORFOLK TIDEWATER TERMINALS 
orfolk, Va. 
James A. Moore, se ony Dad and General Manager 


at the PORT of NEWARK A marginal wharf 3800 
lineal feet in length and 82 feet wide on a ship channel hav- 
ing 30 feet of water. Nine major fireproof warehouse build- 
ings ... 60 acres for lumber and other open storage .. . 144, 
miles trackage connecting with all railroads . . . every facil- 
ity for prompt and safe handling of merchandise of all kinds, 
whether rail, automotive or water-borne. The very heart of 
a rich 17,000,000-population market. Served by Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey Central and Lehigh Valley Railroads. 
Storage-in-transit arrangements in effect. 
Write for particulars. Address 


NEWARK TIDEWATER TERMINAL, INC. 
Port of Newark, N. J. 
J. A. Lehman, Manager 


Representatives 


General Traffic Offices 
Leo J. Coughlin, Vice-President 
17 State Street 
New York, N. Y. 


The Traffic World 


WESTERN 
General Traffic Offices 
R. D. Jones, Western Traffic Rep. 
1069 Transportation Building 


= ae : 


at BUFFALO Served by all railroads, suburban truck- 
ing companies, Great Lakes steamers and New York barge 
canal lines .. . with all loading and unloading under cover. 
Capacity, fifty cars per day. Modern construction and 
equipment. Exceptional facilities for handling goods of all 
kinds. Every service of a branch office except selling. 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE COMPANY 
Seneca and Hamburg Streets, Buffalo, N. Y. 
W.J. Bishop, Vice-President and General Manager 
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at BOSTON A _ 200,000-sq. ft., seven-story, fireproof 
building of masonry construction in the heart of downtown 
Boston, fitted with whips, elevators and other equipment to 
expedite the handling of merchandise to and from storage. 
Solid fire partitions divide the structure into four distinct 
sections, and this feature with others combines to secure for 
users a very low insurance rating. 

The property is served by the Union Freight Railroad, and 
flat Boston rates are applicable to and from the warehouse. 
A large, open truck area insures quick dispatch with no 
congestion. A. D.T. Service 


MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


453 Commercial Street, Boston, Mass. 
T. W. Haskell, Manager 


cite 


General Traffic Offices at Convenient Locations 
aie | NEW YORK 


HOWARD TERMINAL 
OAKLAND, CALIF. 


PACIFIC COAST 
General Traffic Offices 
R. M. Costigan, Pacific Coast Rep. 
4434 White-Henry-Stuart Building 
Chicago, Ill. Seattle, Wash. 
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Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





R. V. Fletcher, vice-president and general counsel, Asso- 
ciation of American Railroads, will speak on “The Transpor- 
tation System as It Siands Today,” at the annual railroad night 
meeting of the Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club 
November 29. The event will honor off-line railroad repre- 
sentatives. The club will hold its annual all-nations costume 
ball at the Pickwick Club November 18. 





Robert A. Lyons, Jr., postmaster of Galveston, spoke on 
“Parcel Post” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic and Foreign 
Trade Club of Galveston at the Jean Lafitte Hotel November 4. 
Children of the Lenore Purvin Jacobson School presented a 
skit, “Adventures of Wompy.” H. C. Franks and P. E. Chi- 
mone, Jr., were in charge. 





J. W. Mitchell, just returned from Czechoslovakia, spoke 
on conditions in that country at a luncheon meeting of the 


Traffic Club of Fort Worth at the Blackstone Hotel Novem- 
ber 7. 





Ruth D. Waggner, newly elected president of the Women’s 
Traffic Club of Philadelphia, is em- 
ployed in the traffic department of the 
Bell Telephone Company in Philadel- 
phia. She was born in New York City 
and was graduated from the William 
Penn High School in Philadelphia. She 
spent 2% years in California before 
taking employment with the company 
for which she now works. She was 
chairman of the entertainment com- 
mittee, treasurer and first vice-presi- 
dent of the club before her election to 
the presidency. She and other newly 
elected officers will be installed at a 
dinner meeting at the Rittenhouse Ho- 
tel November 15. Included in her plans 
for club activities are a series of edu- 
cational meetings at which there will be round table discussions 
of the customs, industries, and exports and imports of foreign 
countries. The club’s regular monthly meetings will feature 
talks by members. The activities of the club also include wel- 
fare work, including the active support of a children’s summer 
camp. 








Mrs. Charles F. Kuhn showed pictures of, and lectured on 
John Buchanan’s “On to Alaska” movement for boys and girls 
at the November meeting of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Detroit. The club is making a collection of clothing for dis- 
tribution among needy children. 





Edith Roberts, president of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Los Angeles, and Emma Kentz, both delegates to the Cleve- 
land meeting of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America, 
reported on that convention at a meeting of the club November 
9. Madaline Lee, who plays the character Miss Blue in the 
Amos and: Andy radio program, was the entertainer. There 
was also a style show. 





Bess Jackson, president, Women’s Traffic Club of San Fran- 
cisco, was the guest at a dinner of the Women’s Traffic Club of 
Philadelphia at the Hotel Walton November 9. 





The Wyoming Valley Traffic Club held a meeting at the 
Hotel Jermyn, Scranton, Pa., November 2. L. W. Horning, 
regional director, Association of American Railroads, New York 
City, was the speaker. 





The Traffic Club of Cleveland is sponsoring an educational 
forum, meetings of which are held the second Monday of each 
month at the Hotel Cleveland, and to which members and non- 
members of the club alike are invited. There will be a trans- 
portation quiz bee at the next session, November 14. Hiram J. 
Adell, traffic manager, Wolf Envelope Company, is chairman 
of the club’s educational committee. 





Harold N. Rogers, past commander, American Legion De- 
partment of Minnesota, spoke on “The Armistice, Twenty 
Years After,” at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of 
Minneapolis at the Hotel Nicollet November 10. The program 
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was sponsored by the Junior Traffic Club of Minneapolis. The 
club’s educational committee will sponsor another of its traffic 
talks in the club rooms at the Hotel Nicollet November 14. 





The educational committee of the Harris County Medical 
Society presented the program at the November 8 luncheon 
meeting of the Traffic Club of Houston at the Rice Hotel. 
Ralph Huddleston has been appointed chairman of a commit- 
tee to arrange for a dance to be held December 16. 





Ted V. Rodgers, president, American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., will be the speaker at a dinner meeting of the Women’s 


ise Club of Greater New York at the Aldine Club Novem- 
r 15. 





Louis W. McIntyre, manager, Pittsburgh Motor Club, will 
be the speaker at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of 
Pittsburgh at the William Penn Hotel November 14. A. N. 


Gustafson, chairman of the club’s house committee, is in charge 
of arrangements. 





: The following officers of the Bronx Traffic Club will be 
installed at a meeting to be held at the Vasa Temple November 
18; President, Max Seiferth, traffic manager, Herz Cup Com- 
pany; vice-president, Harris A. Gordon, Industrial Traffic As- 
sociates; treasurer, Stanley Musicante, Esdorn Lumber Com- 
pany; secretary, James A. MacMullen, Roadway Express, Inc.; 
members of the board of governors, George Wiegman, Lehigh 
Valley Railroad; Richard C. Bennett, Central of New Jersey; 
J. L. Bass, vice-president, Gulf Carloading Company; D. M. 
Goldberger, Schorsch and Company; Martin Korb, National 
Carloading Company; George J. Wiegman, Lehigh Valley Rail- 
road; Carlton S. Smith, Preston Trucking Company. 





The Traffic Club of Brooklyn has elected the following 
officers: President, Henry R. Fiest, foreign freight agent, Read- 
ing-Central of New Jersey; vice-president, A. W. Byrnes, presi- 
dent, Byrnes Express and Trucking Company; treasurer, Jack 
Weiss, commercial agent, Erie Railroad; assistant treasurer, 
Louis Entin, traffic manager, S. Gumpert, Inc.; secretary, Otto 
Rutz, freight representative, Pennsylvania Railroad; financial 
secretary, A. G. Duberry, auditor, New York Dock Company; 
members of the board of governors, Spencer Hughes, traffic 


manager, McLellan Stores; H. C. Wall, manager, Central Dis- 
tributing Bureau. 





The Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., will hold a dinner 
meeting at the Mayflower Hotel November 17 at which a 
nominating committee will be elected. 





The Bridgeport, Conn., Traffic Association will observe 
steamship night at a meeting at the Stratfield Hotel November 
21 at which Robert C. Lee, executive vice-president, Moore 
McCormack Steamship Lines, will speak on export trade. 
United States Steel Corporation’s film, “Steel, Man’s Servant,” 
will be shown. Parmelee Clapp, Jr., general freight agent, 
Isthmian Steamship Lines, is chairman of the arrangements 


- committee. 





The Traffic Club of New England will observe ladies’ night 
with a dinner dance at the Copley-Plaza Hotel November 17. 
There will be a program of entertainment and souveniers for 
the ladies. H. C. Trombly is chairman of the club’s entertain- 
ment committee, which is making the arrangements. The club’s 


— meeting and election of officers will be held Decem- 
ber 15. 





A motion picture illustrating fire prevention methods, fur- 
nished by the Rockwood Sprinkler Company, Worcester, Mass., 
will be shown at a meeting of the Traffic Club of the New 
Haven Chamber of Commerce at the Hotel Garde Novem- 
ber 14. J. Frank Doolan, president of the club, will discuss 
the effect of the recent hurricane on transportation in New 
England. Members of the club recently made an inspection trip 
of the revenue department of the New York, New Haven and 
Hartford, under the direction of L. B. Pond, auditor of the 
department. Other similar trips are planned by the club’s 
educational committee, of which William J. Wynne, Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western, is chairman. 





The San Antonio Traffic Club has elected the following 
officers: President, T. M. Bertch, traffic manager, San Antonio 
Machine and Supply Company; vice-president, R. W. Sager, 
general agent, Rock Island Lines; sergeant-at-arms, W. H. 
McNutt, traffic manager, Alamo Iron Works; secretary-treas- 
urer, C. A. Willingham, traveling freight agent, Southern Steam- 
ship Company; members of the board of directors, W. V. Diel- 


ee 
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mann, J. C. Dielmann Company; F. O. Gillette, general agent, 
Railway Express Agency; H. A. Loeffler, district freight agent, 
Southern Pacific; Ross Lovelace, traffic manager, Collins Com- 
pany; A. J. Schuchert, traffic manager, A. B. Frank Company; 
Albert Seffel, traffic manager, Joske Brothers Company; E. J. 
Falk, executive general agent, Missouri Pacific. 

Dr. H. L. Cox, chemist, will speak on “Synthetic Rayon,” 
at a dinner meeting of the Kanawha Valley Transportation 
Club at the Hotel Ruffner, Charles, W. Va., November 16. The 


West Virginia state conservation department will furnish motion 
pictures. 


The Los Angeles Transportation Club will hold its annual 
inaugural dinner dance at the Cafe de Paree November 16. 
George W. Rochester, state senator, spoke at a luncheon meet- 
ing of the club at the Pacific Electric Building November 7. 
The program was under the guidance of the educational com- 
mittee, Herbert V. Gardner, chairman. 





The Metropolitan Traffic Association of New York will 
hold a meeting at the Hotel Imperial November 17. Before 
the meeting there will be an educational session. The follow- 
ing have been appointed chairmen of the club’s standing com- 
mittees: Editorial, P. J. Winters, Frisco Lines; traffic, Clar- 
ence Goddard, General Foods Corporation; membership, Otto 
Olsen, Philip Morris and Company; employment, J. A. MacNeill, 
General Foods Corporation; entertainment, Arthur J. Gilmore, 
Great Lakes Transit Corporation; auditing, J. A. Green, Amer- 
ican Potash and Chemical Company; visiting, William F. 
Kellett, Perkins Goodwin Company; reception, A. A. Hiby, 
Chesapeake and Ohio-Pere Marquette; house, W. A. Dowling, 
Consolidated Cigar Corporation; sports, W. H. Croissant, Frisco 
Lines; historian, D. J. Mullane, Lehigh Valley; contact, Otto 
C. Birnbrauer, Missouri Pacific. 





George L. Ziesel is general chairman of the committees in 
charge of the annual ladies’ night dinner of the Trenton, N. J., 
Traffic Club, to be held at the Stacy Trent Hotel November 
16. There will be a turkey dinner, a program of entertain- 
ment, and souveniers for the ladies. 

The Fort Wayne, Ind., Transportation Club will hold a 
dinner meeting at the Hotel Anthony November 17. There will 
be a program of entertainment. 





The Racine, Wis., Traffic Club will hold a Thanksgiving 
festival dinner and turkey raffle at the Racine Country Club 
November 22. There will be bowling at the country club in 
the afternoon. Einer Mortensen is chairman of the committee 
on arrangements. 





A. R. Kress is chairman of the entertainment committee 
which has charge of the annual dutch dinner of the Traffic 


Club of Akron. The affair will be held at the Liedertafel Hall, 
November 15. 


Herbert A. Benson, president, Mid-Winter Sports Associa- 
tion, spoke on plans for a winter sports program for New Or- 


leans at a luncheon meeting of the Traffic Club of New Or- 
leans November 7. 





The Traffic Club of Philadelphia will elect a nominating 
committee at a luncheon meeting to be held at the Benjamin 
Franklin Hotel November 14. 





The annual meeting and election of officers of the Danville, 


Ill., Traffic Club will be held at 1421 N. Logan Ave., Danville, 
November 22. 





The Rev. O. E. Johnson will be the guest speaker at an 
industrial night dinner of the Omaha Traffic Club at the Fon- 
tenelle Hotel November 17. 





Norman Allen Imrie, former officer in the Canadian and 
American expeditionary forces and at present editor of the 
Columbus, O., Dispatch, was the speaker at the annual Armis- 
tice luncheon of the Transportation Club of St. Paul at the 
Hotel Lowry November 10. Members of other St. Paul civic, 
business and professional associations were guests. 





E. C. Dicus, marine department, Marsh and McLennan, 
Chicago, will speak on “Marine Insurance” at a luncheon meet- 
ing of the Milwaukee Traffic Club at the Wisconsin Hotel No- 
vember 21. The event is under the direction of the club’s 
educational committee, K. T. Mindemann, chairman. The club 
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will hold its annual turkey dinner and turkey raffle at the 
Milwaukee Athletic Club November 16. 





Presidents of civic clubs will be guests of honor at an 
inter-civic club dinner of the Transportation Club of Spring- 
field, Ill., at the Hotel Abraham Lincoln November 22. J. M. 
Fitzgerald, vice-chairman, Committee on Public Relations of the 
Eastern Railroads, will speak on “Civic Interest.” 


The York, Pa., Traffic Club held a motor truck night din- 
ner meeting at the Out Door Club November 10 at which Com- 


missioner John L. Rogers spoke on “Commission Regulation 
of Motor Carriers.” 


The following have been named to the nominating commit- 
tee of the Pacific Traffic Association of San Francisco: Sherman 
K. Burke, Southern Pacific; Earl S. Williams, California com- 
mission; R. F. Burley, McCormick Steamship Company; Hal A. 
Kern, Bekins Van and Storage Company; J. E. McCurdy, 
Poultry Producers of Central California. J. E. Sheehan, Presi- 
dent, American President Line, will speak at a steamship night 
meeting of the association at the San Francisco Commercial 
Club November 17. Phil Ray, radio broadcaster, spoke on 


“Football Highlights” at a meeting of the club’s Tuesday traffic 
forum November 8. 





The Traffic Club of Chicago held a well attended Armistice 
day luncheon in the Red Lacquer Room of the Palmer House 
November 10. W. J. Mitchell, chairman of the army and navy 
committee, presided and there were several army and navy 
officers at the guest table. The affair was put on with all the 
appropriate military ceremony. Music was by the Board of 
Trade Band. The speaker was Major Ferre C. Watkins, past 
commander of the Department of Illinois, American Legion. 
His subject was, “Twenty Years of Vanishing Democracy.” His 
point was that, while this county, in the twenty years since the 
war, had made great progress in science, invention, transporta- 
tion, and so on, it had fallen back in its ideals. He spoke for 
a revival of the democratic spirit against one man government 
and for expenditure of money on the army and navy, as a safe- 
guard against possible danger from abroad, instead of squander- 
ing it in hiring men to shovel dirt from one side of the street 
to the other. The club’s indoor entertainment committee, 
F. A. Malmberg, chairman, will put on a dinner dance and 
bridge party in the club rooms at the Palmer House November 
17. December 7 has been set as the date for the club’s annual 
good fellows Christmas luncheon, the proceeds of which are 
used in spreading Christmas cheer among the needy. 





N. J. Brennan, traffic manager, Chrysler Corporation, will 
speak on “Demurrage” at a meeting of the forum of the Motor 


City Traffic Club of Detroit at the Detroit-Leland Hotel 
November 14. 





The Central Ohio Traffic Club will hold its annual Christ- 


mas party at the Mansfield-Leland Hotel, Mansfield, O., Decem- 
ber 1. 





The Traffic Club of Dallas will hold a dinner party and 
entertainment at the Jefferson Hotel November 15. J. M. Allen 
is chairman of the entertainment committee which is in charge. 





The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago held a one-day trans- 
portation exhibit at the Palmer House November 10. It was 
estimated that more than 6,000 visited the exhibits in the after- 
noon and evening. At a meeting of the club in the evening 
there was a symposium on the importance of transportation to 
industry to which the following contributed: Z. G. Hopkins, 
special representative, Western Railways Committee on Public 
Relations, for the railroads; Dan Beard, chief pilot, American 
Airlines, for the airlines; Barney Cushman, president, Central 
Motor Freight Association, for the highway transport opera- 
tors, and J. J. Boylan, assistant general sales manager, Rail- 
way Express Agency, for express transportation. G. H. Weiss, 
shipping editor, Chicago Journal of Commerce, was to speak 
for water transportation but was unable to be present because 
of illness. A paper prepared by him was read by C. C. Byrne, 
Matson Navigation Company. H. W. Coffman, New York Cen- 
tral, president of the Club; J. L. Merrick, Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe, and J. K. Zorn, Chicago and North Western, 
reported as delegates to the Cleveland Convention of the Asso- 
ciated Traffic Clubs of America. Walter F. Schulten, Chicago 
District Electric Generating Corporation, former president of 
the club, who was elected president of the national association 
at Cleveland, spoke briefly. 
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Docket of the Commission 
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NOTE—iItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the !ast issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates iater than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


November 14—Atlanta, Ga.—Atlanta Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Konigs- 
berg: 
1. & S. 4534—Split-delivery rules in the south. 


November 14—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.--Jt. Bd. 199: 
MC 75665—Red Star Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 


November 14—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 74: 
MC 95363—R. L. Bloom, Westminster, Md., certificate. 


November 14—Cairo, I!!.—Halliday Hotel—Examiner Weems: 
28033—Cairo Assn. of Commerce vs. A. C. & Y. et al. 
November 14—Chicago, !!!1.—Mcrrison Hotel—Examiner Bardwell: 
28031—Arthur Morgan Trucking Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 
November 14—Chicago, II1.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Walter and Jt. 
Bd. 73: 
* MC-F 651—H. F. Chaddick et al., control, Bates Motor Transport 
Lines, Inc. 


* MC-F 709—M. E. Weimaster, purchase, E. Weimaster. 


November 14—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Examiner Myers: 
MC 8968—Wilson’s Motor Transit, West Middletown, O., certificate 
or permit. 
MC 21684—C. E. Danbury, Williamsburg, O., certificate or permit. 
MC 40655, Sub. 1—J. W. Powell Moving & Storage Co., Inc., Cin- 
cinnati, certificate to extend operations. 
November 14—Dover, Del.—Hotel Richardson—Examiner Price: 
MC 11168, Sub. 1—C. F. Schwartz, Dover, Del., certificate to extend 
operations. 
MC 18962—M. E. Newnan and Son. 
November 14—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 46886—A. Holmes, Prescott, Kan., certificate or permit. 
MC 93390—W. Lindley, Sheldon, Mo., certificate or permit. 
MC 95205—J. F. Bush, Hume, Mo., permit. 
November 14—La Crosse, Wis.—U. S. Court—Examiner Walter: 
MC-F 699—Gateway City Transfer Co., Inc., purchase, J. G. Minert. 
November 14—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-504—Electrical appliances from St. Louis, Mo., to south. 
1. & S. M-527—Circuit breakers or switches, Ill. and Mo. to south. 


November 14—Montgomery, Ala.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 157: 
MC 61916, Sub. 3—Crescent Stages, Inc., Anniston, Ala., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 14—Montgomery, Ala.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 165: 
MC 63090—Montgomery & Atlanta Motor Freight Lines, Inc., Atlanta, 
Ga., certificate or permit. 


November 14—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Garofalo and 
Jt. Bd. 27: 
MC 2633, Subs. 1, 2 and 4—W. F. Crossett, Inc., Warren, Pa., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


November 14—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Stephan: 
1. & S. M-511—Teletype, telegraph and telephone service in Ore. and 
Wash. 


November 14—Springfield, Mass.—Hotel Kimball—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 12126—Springfield Motor Freight Terminal, Inc., Springfield, 
Mass., license. 
MC 95050—Wasko Brothers, Northampton, Mass., certificate. 


November 14—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 3978, Sub. 1—Lohmeyer & Scheer Transfer Co., Inc., New Haven, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 
MC 88077—Ted’s Service Station, Bay, Mo., certificate. 
MC 89188—Haeberle Bros., Case, Mo., certificate. 
MC 89193—M. McPherson, Whitehall, IIl., certificate. 


November 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Mattingly: 
1. & S. 4392—Fruits, vegetables and hay in official territory. 


November 14—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bds. 63 and 12: 
MC 53533, Sub. 1—Emery’s Transfer, Shepherdstown, W. Va., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. : 
MC 67276, Sub. 1—Dependable Transportation, Inc., Washington, 
D. C., permit to extend operations. 


November 15—Atlanta, Ga.—Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Konigsberg: 
Fourth sect. application 17497—-Gasoline and kerosene to Augusta, Ga. 
* Fourth section application 17547—Petroleum products from Charles- 
ton, S. C., to Augusta, Ga. 


November 15—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 112 and 120: 
MC 2569, Sub. 1—Cabrini Moving Service, Springfield, Mass., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
MC 89576—Mike’s Express, Baltimore, permit. 


November 15—Chicago, i!1.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Bardwell: 
28077—-Hately Brothers Co. vs. C. & E. I. et al. 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXII, No. 20 


November 15—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bds. 60, 37 
and 208: 
MC 13624—C. R. McNair, College Corner, O., certificate. 
MC 33512—W. R. Huey, Florence, Ky., common carrier application. 
MC 89162—W. J. Penn, Cincinnati, O., permit. 


November 15—Dover, Del.—Hotel Richardson—Jt. Bd. 278: 
MC 65981—Wood Trucking Co., Inc., Oancock, Va., certificate or per- 
mit. 


November 15—Duluth, Minn.—Duluth Hotel—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-514—Alcoholic liquors Chicago and Peoria to Grand Forks. 


November 15—Evansville, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner Bradford: 
MC 69876, Subs. 1 and 2—W. Pelz Transfer, Inc., Evansville, Ind., 
permit to extend operations. 


November 15—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Jt. Bd. 36: 
MC 91211—M. Hosford, Horton, Kan., certificate or permit. 
MC 94167—Gibson Transfer Co., Kansas City, Mo., certificate. 


November 15—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Walter: 
* MC-F 701—Rock Island Motor Transit Co., purchase, H. L. Clark. 


November 15—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Federal Bidg.—Jt. Bd. 59: 
MC 74791—Lincoln Trails System, Inc., extension to Pittsburgh, Pa. 
November 15—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Com.—Examiner Olentine 
and Jt. Bd. 258: 
MC 95602 and Sub. 1—G. S. Nielsen, Brigham, Utah, certificate and 
to extend operations. 
MC 40943—Davidson Transfer, Ogden, Utah, certificate or permit. 
MC 95594—E. Sorenson, Gunnison, Utah, certificate. 


November 15—Springfield, Mass.—Hotel Kimball—Jt. Bd. 22 and Ex- 
aminer Hanback: 
MC 91724—Manufacturers Trucking Co., Inc., Pittsfield, Mass., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
MC 94253—E. J. Simmonds, Springfield, Mass., permit. 
November 15—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court and Custom House—Jt. Bds. 
195 and 135: 
MC C-78—Anderson Motor Service Co. et al. vs. B. & D. Transporta- 
tion Co. 
MC 32740—Finke Truck Service, Addieville, Ill., certificate or permit. 
MC 89302—R. L. Bruder, St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 


November 15—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Mc- 
Caslin: 
1. & S. M-415—Boxes, paper—Ohio points to Winston-Salem, N. C. 
MC C-95—Boxes, paper—Cincinnati, O., to North Carolina. 


November 15—Washington, D. C.—Jt. Bd. 68: 
MC 89479—Miller & Myers, Vienna, Va., permit. 
MC 95480—L. F. Hopkins, Nanjemoy, Md., certificate. 


November 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Way and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 17372—Pig iron to Beacon, Wicopee Junc- 
tion and Matteawan, N. Y. 
November 16—Atlanta, Ga.—Biltmore Hotel—Examiner Konigsberg: 
27872—Oglesby Granite Quarries et al. vs. A. & R. et al. 


November 16-—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 89331—J. P. King, Westminster, Md., permit. 
MC 90368—Buzby Coal & Freight Co., Baltimore, certificate or permit. 
MC 93854—Manor Motor Freight, Baltimore, certificate. 


November 16—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 199: 
* MC 90368, Sub. 1—Buzby Coal & Freight Co., Baltimore, crtificate to 
extend operations. 
November 16—Chicago, II!.—Morrison Hotel—Examiner Bardwell: 
28079—Continental Steel Corporation vs. Pennsylvania et al. 


November 16—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bd. 37 and 
Examiner Myers: 
MC 41002—Victor Transit Corp., Middletown, O., certificate or permit. 
MC 72214—Hauselman Transportation Co., Middletown, O., certificate 
or permit. 


November 16—Gulfport, Miss.—Hotel Markham—Commissioner Lee: 
27571 and |. & S. 4265—Naval stores from Mississippi to gulf ports. 


November 16—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 60: 
MC 91947—C. F. Otto, Raymond, Ind., certificate. 


November 16—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 19201, Sub. 2—Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 16—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Jt. Bd. 195: 
MC 41139, Sub. 1—Flying Quail Truck Service, Kansas City, Kan., 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 93870—J. M. McReynolds, Chillicothe, Mo., certificate. 


November 16—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 24229—H. L. Kragler & Bros., Pedricktown, N. J., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 69317—H. L. Shapiro, Vineland, N. J., certificate or permit. 


November 16—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 213: 
MC 33641, Sub. 1.—Interstate Motor Lines, Inc., Salt Lake City, 
Utah, certificate to extend operations. 
MC 69339, Sub. 1—C. H. Eaton, Vernal, Utah, certificate to extend 
operations. 
November 16—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 10928, Sub. 2—Plaza Express Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 39222, Sub. 1—Union Service Co., St. Louis, Mo., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 89245—V. Cusumano, St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 


ae ts i Sh te 


ee 


November 12, 1938 


November 16—St. Louis, Mo.—Court House & Customs Bldg.—Ex- 
aminer Walter: 


* MC-F 668—E. S. Davis, control, Corbin Truck Lines, Inc. 


November 16—Tallahassee, Fla.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 64: 
MC 59919—Chastain ‘Transfer Line, Thomasville, Ga., certificate or 
permit. 
MC 62823—Southern Trading & Supply Co., Thomasville, Ga., cer- 
tificate or permit. 
November 16—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27887—-Wabasha Roller Mill Co. vs. C. M. St. P. & P. 
27888—Butler Brothers et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 
27920 and Sub. 1—R. C. Mahon Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 
Valuation Docket 1217—Valuation of Humble Pipe Line Co. 
November 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valen- 
tine: 
Fourth section application 16341—Methanol from New York and Penn- 
sylvania to points in official territory. 
November 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Esch: 
28073—Southern Paper Manufacturers’ Traffic Conference vs. A. & 
B. B. et al. 


1. & S. 4509 and 1st Sup.—Paper from the southwest to official terri- 
tory. 
November 17—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Examiner Frizzell: 


MC 53972, Sub. 1—P. E. Insley, Hollywood, Md., certificate to extend 
operations. 


MC 93920—J. B. Levenson, Baltimore, permit. 
MC 95520—Loss Transportation Co., Baltimore, certificate. 


November 17—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 199: 


MC 53972, Sub. 2—Insley’s Transfer, Hollywood, Md., certificate to 
extend operations. 


November 17—Bowling Green, Ky.—U. S. Court—Examiner Walter: 
* MC-F 698—A. M. Whitney, merger, Robinson Motor Lines, Inc. 
November 17—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bd. 117: 

MC 93366—N. R. Baker, Cincinnati, O., permit. 

MC 93418—Dunkle Brothers, Piqua, O., certificate. 

MC 93478—S. Noble, Alpha, O., certificate. 


November 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bds. 60 and 208: 
MC 25082, Sub. 1—W. Norman, Cambridge City, Ind., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 94722—C. O. McQuiston, West College Corner, Ind., certificate. 
November 17—Jacksonville, Fla.—Hotel Mayflower—Jt. Bd. 64: 
MC 70741, Sub. 1—Terminal Transfer Co., Jacksonville, permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 88769—Suwanee River Bus Lines, Homerville, Ga. 


November 17—Joplin, Mo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Weems: 
1. & S. 4535—Class rates between Missouri and official territory. 


November 17—Kansas City, Mo.—President Hotel—Jt. Bd. 201: 


MC 69372, Sub. 1—R. J. Draper, Kansas City, Mo., permit to extend 
operations. 


November 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dawson: 
1. & S. M-523—Alcoholic liquors, central territory to Ark. and Mo. 
November 17—Montpelier, Vt.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hanback and 

Jt. Bd. 187: 
MC 79338—Silvio Nardini and M. A. Meagher, Barre, Vt., certificate. 
MC 89525—E. E. Benson, Bethel, Vt., certificate. 


November 17—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 10581—Protective Motor Service Co., Philadelphia, certificate or 
permit. 


MC 20415—Shute’s Motor Transportation, Gloucester City, N. J., 
certificate or permit. 


November 17—Saginaw, Mich.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Freidson: 
1. & S. M-521—Mohnk Delivery Co., proportional rates of, in Mich. 
November 17—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bd. 135: 


MC 72568—Webster-Kirkwood Express, St. Louis, Mo., certificate or 
permit. 


November 17—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bd. 179: 
MC 72568, Sub. 1—Webster-Kirkwood Express, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 17763—Webster-Kirkwood Express, St. Louis, Mo., certificate or 

permit. 

November 17—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

27901 and Sub. 1—Great Lakes Steel Corp. vs. Alton et al. 

27903—Crescent Macaroni and Cracker Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

MC 60608—Adams Transfer & Storage Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

* MC 23293—Leaman Transportation Co., Inc., contract carrier applica- 

, as 
* MC 59583—Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
November 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Messer: 
MC 91175—H. H. Hoffman, Brightwood, Va., certificate. 


November 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Way and Job: 
Fourth section application 17070, 17324 and 17336—Sugar in official 
terriltory—sugar from Atlantic seaboard territory. 
November 18—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 92839—G. R. Wise, Arbutus, Md., certificate or permit. 
MC 94551—Fidelity Motor Coach Co., Hampstead, Md., certificate. 
MC 89221—F lying Dragon Transportation, Pikesville, Md., certificate. 
November 18—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Examiner Myers 
and Jt. Bd. 117: 
MC 92428—C. L. Smith, Xenia, O., certificate or permit. 
MC 93690—Schlientz Brothers, New Madison, O., certificate. 
MC 93626—McCoy Hauling Co., Cincinnati, certificate or permit. 
MC 93705—J. R. Hess, Cincinnati, certificate or permit. 
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November 18—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Bardwell: 
28091—-Mount Vernon Bridge Co. vs. B. & O. et al. 


November 18—Concord, N. H.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 189: 
MC 89449—H. W. Swan, Orfordville, N. H., certificate. 
MC 89481—F. W. Gray Trucking, Lebanon, N. H., certificate. 


November 18—Grand Rapids, Mich.—U. S. Court—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 84612—D. L. Darling Trucking, Grand Rapids, Mich., certificate 
and permit. 
November 18—Grand Rapids, Mich.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 76: 
MC 46280—D. L. Darling, Grand Rapids, Mich., certificate. 


November 18—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Examiner Walter: 
* MC-F 700—Motor Express, Inc., of Ind., purchase, Cleveland, Co- 
lumbus & Cincinnati, Highway, Inc. 
November 18—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 25607, Sub. 1—L. Bryfogle, Slatington, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 
November 18—Salt Lake City, Utah—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 48: 
MC 50029, Sub. 1—Utah Arizona Freight Lines, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
certificate to extend operations. 
MC 50029, Sub. 2—Utah-Arizona Freight Lines, Salt Lake City, cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 
November 18—Savannah, Ga.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 131: 


MC 50824, Sub. 1—Vaughan’s Transfer, Union, S. C., permit to extend 
operations. 


November 18—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bds. 
160 and 194: 
MC 3356—C. & R. Allen, Pinelawn, Mo., certificate or permit. 
MC 20136—Morrison Transfer Co., Sparta, Ill., certificate or permit. 
MC 88902—Speedway Transport Co., St. Louis, Mo., certificate. 
November 18—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27880—Rockingham Chemical Lime Corp. vs. Southern et al. 
27952 and Sub. 1—Missouri Gravel Co. et al vs. C. B. & Q. 
Finance 11559—Old Colony trustees et al. abandonment. 
* MC 43164—H. Breding, common carrier application. 
* MC 78088—Eastern Carrier Corp., common carrier application. 
* MC 83885—United States Trucking Corp., contract carrier application. 
November 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Cheseldine and Valentine: 
Fourth section application 16911—Pulpboard to Oklahoma City, Okla. 
November 19—Baltimore, Md.—State Com.—Examiner Frizzell: 
MC 45865—Freight Forwarders, Inc., common carrier application. 
November 19—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland-Plaza Hotel—Examiner Myers: 


MC 60274—Chicago-Cincinnati Motor Freight Lines, Cincinnati, cer- 
tificate or permit. 


é 


VIGORQUSLY DID THE BELGIANS OF JHE I8- 
305 OPPOSE THE SPREAD OF RAILROADS INTO THEIR COUN- 
TRY THAT, ON LEARNING THAT HOLLAND WAS PREPARING 
7O CELEBRATE THE OPENING OF THE FIRST DUTCH RAILROAD, 
“THEN PASSED A LAW LEVYING A FINE OF 10 FLORINS (ABouT 
$11.00) ON ANY BELGIAN CAUGHT ATTENDING THE FUNCTION, 
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Have You Read 
All of These Books? 


Railroad Organization, Operation and Traffic, by G. Lloyd 
Wilson 


Nineteen chapters covering railroad development, cor- 
porate organization, organization and personnel of traf- 
fic departments, operating departments, roadway and 
structures, rolling stock and equipment, yard and ter- 
minal operation, accounting, solicitation and traffic 
development, special and terminal services, passenger 
services and rates, freight rate making and changing, 
public relations. 50 cents. 


_— gn Transportation and Regulation, by G. Lloyd 
ilson 


Seventeen chapters covering development of motor 
transportation and highways, types of motor freight 
carriers, local and intercity services, motor carrier 
organizations, principles of freight classifications and- 
rate making, regulations governing tariffs and sched- 
ules, bills of lading and shipping documents, liability 
and insurance, accounting principles, analysis of various 
forms of regulation. 50 cents. 






Air Transportation, by G. Lloyd Wilson ir 
Six chapters covering air mail services, the place of air. 
express in present day distribution, passenger services, 

the regulation of air transportation by local, state, fed- 

eral and international agencies. Also a seventh chapter 

by Edgar S. Gorrell, President of the Air Transport 

Association of America, which summarizes the status 

of the air line industry of today. 50 cents. 


Industrial Traffic Management, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Thirty-six chapters covering scope of traffic manage- 
ment, training, shipping and receiving, management of 
equipment, rates, rate adjustments, tariffs, routing, 
tracing, expediting, claims, express, parcel post, for- 
eign trade, procedure before I. C. C. and state commis- 
sions, federal regulation. Two volumes—75 cents. 


Principles of Freight Traffic, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Sixteen chapters covering railroad freight traffic de- 
partments, rules of freight classification, principles of 
rate making, tariff construction and interpretation, 
principles of rate structures, analysis of rate structures 
in Eastern, Southern, Western Trunk Line, Southwest- 
ern, Pacific Coast and Transcontinental territories, and 
the elements of export and import rates. 50 cents. 










Selling Railroad Transportation, by Charles E. Parks 


Ten chapters covering analysis of present selling meth- 
ods, qualifications of railroad salesman, and what he 
should know, four groups of prospects, buying motives, 
analysis of buying process. 50 cents.” 
















Traffic Law, by G. Lloyd Wilson 


Ten chapters covering duties and liability of carriers, spe- 
cial rates and rebates, claims, embargoes, freight pool- 
ing, payment of freight charges, as governed by the 
interstate commerce act and common law, and as ap- 
plied by the federal courts. 50 cents. 


TRAFFIC WORLD manuals may be ordered at the single copy 
prices listed; any two for 75 cents; three or more, 35 cents 
each; in lots of twenty-five or more, 30 cents each. Postage is 
prepaid. 


Complete Set of Above Manuals... ...$2.55 





Send remittance with order to 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street Chicago, Illinois 
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Personal Notes 





S. I. Thompson has been appointed coal freight agent for 
the Baltimore: and Ohio at Baltimore. 

H. A. Carlys has been appointed general. secretary for 
the Gulf Associated Freight Conference, at New Orleans, La., 
to succeed Daniel H. Walsh, who died. 

N. V. Hutchinson, traffic manager, Columbus and Green- 
ville Railway, Columbus, Ga., has been furloughed in anticipa- 
tion of his retirement December 31 after more than 40 years 
of continuous service with that railway. Z. P. Hawkins has 
been appointed acting traffic manager of the railway at 
Columbus. 

John W. Wheeler has been appointed assistant chief engi- 
neer, Burlington Lines, at Chicago. The position he formerly 
held, that of engineer of highway negotiations, has been 
abolished. E. A. Schrank has been appointed master mechanic, 
Casper Division, at Casper, Wyo. 

The Delaware Valley Paper Shippers’ Association, an or- 
ganization of 31 producers of paper and its products in New 
York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania, the chief function of which 
is to pool the shipments of those companies, will hold its annual 
dinner at the Hotel Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pa., Novem- 
ber 28. Representatives of various transportation agencies 
have been invited to attend. Daniel Bustraan, traffic and serv- 
ice department, Paterson Parchment Paper Company, Bristol, 
Pa., is chairman of the association, and John A. Butterworth, 
Miquon, Pa., is secretary-treasurer. 

Newell J. Ward has been appointed traffic director for the 
Muncie, Ind., Chamber of Commerce, to succeed Jacob Jones, 
who died. 

M. P. Hamby has been appointed assistant traffic manager 
for the Dallas Cotton Exchange, Dallas, Texas. 

The Railroad Traffic Committee of Milwaukee, of which 
E. A. Lalk, assistant general freight agent, Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific, is chairman; A. E. Ladwig, district freight 
and passenger agent, Chicago and North Western, vice-chair- 
man, and K. T. Mindemann, general agent, Union Pacific, sec- 
retary, has gone on record “as being definitely opposed to and 
indicating its displeasure with obscene entertainment staged for 
the entire assemblage at traffic parties and dinners.” Any 
member of the committee present at such an affair, the com- 
mittee says, should constitute himself a committee of one “to 
pass along this information to chairmen of entertainment com- 
mittees. 


NIAGARA INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC LEAGUE 


The Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic League will meet 
at the Red Coach Inn, Niagara Falls, N. Y., November 14. 
Subjects on the docket for discussion include: Classification 
rules, James J. Hailey; report on the Chicago meeting of the 
National Association of Advisory Boards, Fred M. Renshaw; 
analysis of the docket of the meeting of the National Industrial 
Traffic League at New York November 17, Robert Hamilton. 








November 19—Columbus, O.—Deshler Wallick Hotel—Examiner Walter: 
* MC-F 647—Pennsylvania Truck Lines, Inc., purchase, Central Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc. 


November 19—Concord, N. H.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 186: 
MC 95599—P. Dutile, Laconia, N. H., permit. 


November 19—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 72: 
MC 11184, Sub. 1—McDaniel Freight Lines, Inc., Crawfordsville, Ind., 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 19—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 49252, Sub. 1—G. M. Willauer, Belfast, Pa., certificate to extend 
operations. 


November 19—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bds. 
46 and 179: 
MC 23591—K. King, Shelbina, Mo., certificate. 
MC 50954, Sub. 1—Davidson Truck Line, Wellsville, Mo., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 44613, Sub. 1—Mo-Ark Coach Lines, Inc., Springfield, Mo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


Novmber 19—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
* MC-F 97—Santa Fe Trails of Ill., Inc., acquisition of control of 
Peoria-Rockford Bus Co. 
* MC-F 116—Santa Fe Trails of Ill., Ince., 
Bus Co. 
November 21—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner McCaslin: 
1. & S. M-518—Plate glass—Butler, Pa., to Chattanooga, Tenn. 
1. & S. M-519—Wall paper—Hanover, York and Philadelphia to Ga. 
and Tenn. 


merger, Centra] Illinois 
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INDUSTRIAL EXECUTIVES Interested in 
the Construction of New Factories, 


or the Relocation of Existing Plants, are Invited to 
Use the Facilities of the Cotton Belt. 


Informative Data, including Industrial Engineering 
Reports, Market Surveys, Production and Distribution 
Costs, etc., will be Gladly Furnished. 


St. Louis Southwestern Railway Lines 
Cotton Belt Building St. Louis, Mo. 
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Watch Your Rates 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD brings you notice of 
action taken on rate matters before the Com- 
mission. To be completely informed, you should 
also be on the mailing list for THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN, which will bring you notice of 
action proposed and action taken in any rate 
matters by any of the standing rate committees. 


The dockets of the following, their hearing bul- 
letins and, in most cases, their disposition 
notices are regular weekly contents of the 
BULLETIN: 


Central Freight Association 

Eastern Commodity Rate Revision Committee 
Express Classification Committee 

Freight Container Bureau 

Illinois Freight Association 

Intercoastal Steamship Freight Association 
National Diversion and Reconsignment Committee 
New England Freight Association 

Southern Freight Association 

Southern Ports Foreign Freight Committee 
Southwestern Freight Bureau 
Texas-Louisiana Freight Bureau 
Transcontinental Freight Bureau 

Trunk Line Association 

Western Trunk Line Committee 


Missing Tariffs Are Costly 


Another important function of THE TRAFFIC 
BULLETIN is the furnishing of a weekly check 
of your tariff file. An abstract of all new tariffs, 
classifications and supplements filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission (railroads 
and motor carriers) and the U. S. Maritime 
Commission (steamship lines) is mailed to 
BULLETIN subscribers every Saturday morn- 
ing. This tariff file check is made complete 
by publication of investigation and suspen- 
sion orders, suspension orders vacated; fourth 
section applications and orders; short notice 
permissions; abstracts of all tariffs returned; 
released rate orders; express tariffs; embargo 
notices, as reported to the car service division 
of the Association of American Railroads. 


The complete docket of the Consolidated 


Classification Committee is mailed to 
BULLETIN subscribers as issued. 





Requests for further details should be addressed 


to 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


418 S. Market St. 


Chicago 
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November 21—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Morrison—Examiner Bardwell: 
28045—Board of Trade of City of Chicago vs. Alton et al. 
November 21—Chicago, Iil.—Sherman Hotel—Examiner Freidson: 


MC 60815—Railway’s Forwarding Corp., Chicago, certificate or permit. 


November 21—Columbus, O.—State Com.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 472—West Side Transfer & Storage Co., Marietta, O., certificate 
or permit. 
MC 30623—Rehl Trucking Co., Columbus, O., certificate or permit. 


November 21—Concord, N. H.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 186: 
MC 20475, Sub. 1—G. E. Dodge & Co., North Weare, N. H., permit 
to extend operation. 


MC 74646, Sub. 1—P. H. Saltmarsh, New Boston, N. H., permit to 
extend operations. 


November 21—Concord, N. H.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 29655, Sub. 2—W. T. Murphy, Lebanon, N. H., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
November 21—Dallas, Tex.—Baker Hotel—Examiner Weems: 
Fourth section application 17458—Pulpboard from Spring Hill, La., 
to St. Louis, Mo. 
Fourth section application 17474—Wrapping paper from Dallas, Tex., 
to St. Louis, Mo. 
November 21—Detroit, Mich.—Hotel Fort Shelby—Examiner Walter: 
* MC-F 703—Eastern Michigan Transportation Corp., control, Eastern 
Michigan Motorbuses and Great Lakes Motor Bus Co. 
* MC-F 704—Greyhound Corp., control, Eastern Michigan Motorbuses. 
* MC-F 705—Greyhound Corp., issuance of stock. 


* MC-F 706—Eastern Michigan Motorbuses, purchase, Great Lakes 
Motor Bus Co. 


November 21—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Examiner Garofalo: 
MC 78712—Miller Transfer Co., Kokomo, Ind., certificate or permit. 
MC 89382—J. E. York & Son, Indianapolis, certificate. 


November 21—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 
1. & S. M-515—Cotton piece goods—southern points to Illmo, Mo. 
1. & S. M-530—Cotton piece goods to Illmo, Mo., over Service Lines. 


November 21—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 60102, Sub. 1—J. Love, Philadelphia, permit to extend operations. 
MC 79755, Sub. 1.—G. Y. Schoenly, Boyertown, Pa., permit to extend 

operations. 
MC 85155—G. F. Crouthamel, Lansdale, Pa., certificate or permit. 

November 21—Philadeliphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price 

and Jt. Bd. 67: 
* MC 60102 and MC 68910—J. Love, Philadelphia, certificate or permit. 


November 21—St. Louis, Mo.—U. S. Court & Custom House—Jt. Bd. 137: 
MC 30378, Sub. 2—Associated Transports, Inc., St. Louis, Mo., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


November 21—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Rogers: 
Ex Parte MC 13—lIn the matter of regulations governing the trans- 


portation of explosives and other dangerous articles by motor 
vehicle. 


Novembeer 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover and Valentine: 
Fourth section applications 17516 and 17520—Salt to Hopewell, Va., 
and Carney’s Point, N. J. 


November 22—Columbus, O.—State Com.—Examiner Myers: 
MC 16027—C. L. Miller Feed & Transfer Co., Columbus, O., certificate 
or permit. 


MC 40616, Sub. 1—S. J. McNutt, Springfield, O., permit to extend 
operations. 


November 22—Greenwood, S. C.—Oregon Hotel—Examiner Schutrumpf: 
Finance 12093—Application of Southern for permission to abandon 
line between Hodges and Abbeville, S. C. 


November 22—Griffin, Ga.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner McChord: 
28052—Crossfield Ice Co. vs. Southern. 


November 22—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. #2 and Examiner 
Garofalo: 
MC 73036—R. Steiner, Weisburg, Ind., certificate. 


November 22—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Jt. Bds. 141 and 95: 
MC 1550, Sub. 1—Advance Express Co., Milwaukee, certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 89322—Wetenkamp’s Transfer, Manitowoc, Wis., permit. 


November 22—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 88869—Garton’s Express, Vineland, N. J., certificate. 


November 22—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 114: 
MC 88849—Hollis and M. L. Farris, Bridgton, Me., certificate. 
MC 95592—Putnam’s Express Co., York Harbor, Me., certificate. 
MC 95593—Putnam’s Express Co., York Harbor, Me., certificate. 


November 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Glover: 
Fourth section application 17480—Fine coal to Wilmington. N. C 
Fourth section application 17519—Candy and salted peanuts from 
Suffolk, Va., to Dallas, Tex. 
Fourth section application 17527—Fine coal from mines in Alabama 
to Panama City and Bay Harbor, Fla. 


November 23—Columbus, O.—State Comm.—Examiner Myers and Jt. 
Bd. 117: 
MC 84726—J. C. Johnson, Columbus, O., certificate or permit. 
MC 32562, Sub. 1—Point Pleasant Transportation Co., Inc., Point 
Pleasant, W. Va., certificate to extend operations. 


November 23—Milwaukee, Wis.—Hotel Schroeder—Examiner Freidson: 
MC 20565—Meyer Transport Co., West Allis, Wis. 

November 23—Sait Lake City, Utah—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 207: 
MC 89427—Parker & Abbott, Salt Lake City, Utah, permit. 





ae) 


November 12, 1938 





The Port of Quick Dispatch 


HOUSTON 


Steamship services to and from 
practically every world port. 


Modern cargo handling facili- 
ties. 


Low freight rates. 


Dependable and efficient 
service. 


The shipper is assured of all 
of these when routing his ship- 
ments via the Port of Houston. 


Address your inquiries to 


J. RUSSELL WAIT 
Director of the Port 
Houston, Texas 


Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 
SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 
Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 



















OO 


STARRETT-] EHIGH 
BUILDING 









Outstanding as its dominance over New York’s West Side 
midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING offers the 
manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 















eLehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


eTruck elevators to all floors, affording street floor facilities 
throughout 


e@Floor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller units may 
be leased 


e@High safety standards—low insurance rates 
eLive steam for manufacturing purposes 
e@Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop 


INVESTIG ATE — learn a = entiafied, nationally-known occupants are 


oing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th—West 27th Sts.—11th to 13th , a 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street 
Telephone: CHickering 4-5520 


>>>>9 = FRUIT 


NEW YORK, 


NEW ORLEANS, 
BOSTON AND 


ST. JOHN, N. B. 
——_——_ and ———- 

CUBA, JAMAICA, PANAMA, COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, EL SALVADOR 

also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transshipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


New York....... Pier 3, North River New Orleans..... _ =. mage 4 St. 
Chicago...... iit W. Washington St. St. John, N. B....H. E. Kan 
San Francisco..... 1001 Fourth Street London, Eng.. .Carib a. an $8. 
TS ere Long Wharf Adelaide House, King William oo 
Also regular weenie uidy pomenaes service and “Guest Cruises”’ 
‘est Indies and Caribbean 
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November 23—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber 

MC 91695, Sub. 1—J. T. Hearn, Elkton, Md., 
operations. 

MC 92137—J. Lilly, Jr., 

MC 92138—A. Mark, Philadelphia, certificate. 


November 23—Portland, Me.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 114: 
certificate. 


MC 89411—E. L. Bennett, Fryeburg, Me., 











cA 


S. S. BRAZIL, S. S$. URUGUAY, S. S. ARGENTINA 


offer a new fortnightly express cargo service between 


New York and the east coast of 


SOUTH —~ 


Rio de Janeiro, 12 days. Santos, 14 
days. Montevideo, 17 days. Buenos 
Aires, 18 days. 


Expert handling and latest equipment 
assure prompt, efficient transportation 
of perishable and semi-perishable freight. 


Additional fast cargo vessels of the 
American Republics Line Z 
serve all Atlantic ports of 
the United States and the 
main outports of eastern 
South America. 


For rates and additional 
information write: 


<onas greet? 


AMERICAN REPUBLICS LINE 
MOORE-McCORMACK LINES, 


Managing Agents, 5 Broadway, New York 


of Com.—Examiner Price: 
certificate to extend 


Philadelphia, certificate. 
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November 23—Terre Haute, Ind.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 21: 
1—Wagner and Fitzsimons, 
to extend operations. 


Dana, Ind., certificate 


MC 89477—R. P. Feller, Vincennes, Ind., permit. 
November 23—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Prichard and Eddy: 


* Finance 12220—Application of E. J. & E., C. L. S. & E. and Joliet 
& Blue Island for authority to merge their properties. 
* Finance 12221—Application of E. J. & E. for authority to issue capital 


stock and to assume obligation and liability. 


November 25—Boston, 


operations. 


Finance 
abandon spur 


MC 94443—H. De Lory, East Weymouth, Mass., 
November 25—Brewton, Ala.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner 
12174—Application Central 
track from Florala, Ala., 
November 25—Columbus, 

MC 886—Red Star Lines, St. Clairsville, O., 


Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 15792, Sub. 3—D. Gaudette, Worcester, Mass., 


permit to extend 


permit. 

Schutrumpf: 
of Georgia for permission to 
to Lakewood, Fla. 


0.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 117: 


certificate. 


November 25—Dallas, Tex.—Hotel Baker—Examiner Weems: 


27557—Westinghouse Electric Supply Co. vs. A. & S. et al. 
November 25—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner McChord: 


1. & S. 4516—Minimum weight, phosphatic sand or clay from Florida. 
November 25—Madison, Wis.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 96: 


permit. 


Wis., 


Wis., 


INC. 


date to be fixed. 


Wis., 
Wis., 


MC 1509, Sub. 14—Northland Greyhound Lines, 
certificate to extend operations. 

November 25—Philadelphia, 
MC 93869—Art’s Motor Lines, Philadelphia, certificate. 
MC 94397—Gerber Trucking, Philadelphia, certificate. 
MC 94741—Edleman & Son, Nazareth, Pa., 

November 26—Boston, Mass.—Hotel Manger—Examiner Hanback: 
MC 1123—Wheeler Dart Express Co., 


Inc., Minneapolis, 


Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 


permit. 


Marlboro, Mass., certificate or 


November 26—Jacksonville, Fla.—Mayflower Hotel—Examiner McChord: 
* Fourth section application 17546—Coal and coke to Florida ports. 
November 26—Madison, Wis.—State Com.—Jt. Bd. 96: 

MC 1494, Sub. 1—Gross Common Carrier, 
certificate to extend operations. 


November 26—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Price: 
MC 95608—J. B. Clark, Jr., 


Inc., Wisconsin Rapids, 


Philadelphia, certificate or permit. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 
Hearing in MC-F 699, assigned for November 10, at La Crosse, 
was changed to November 11. 
Hearing in I. & S. M-502, assigned for November 7, at Nashville, 
Tenn., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 
Argument in 27574, 27601 and Sub. 1, and 27625 and Sub. 1, as- 
signed for November 10, at Washington, D. C., was postponed to a 


Hearing in MC-F 699, assigned for November 11, at La Crosse, 
was changed to November 14, at the U. S. Court, La Crosse, 
before Examiner Walter. 


PROFESSIONAL SERVICES DIRECTORY 


Attorneys at Law — I.C.C. Practitioners—Commercial Traffic Managers — Traffic Counselors — Traffic Bureaus 





Attorneys at Law and Interstate Commerce Commission Practitioners 


Alphabetical Index 


ATTORNEYS AND PRACTITIONERS 
Washington, D. C. 
Washington, D. C. 
Thomas E. Grady Miami, Fla. 
John Andrew Ronan Chicago, III. 


William M. Snyder Jackson, Miss. 
TRAFFIC COUNSELORS 

Roy W. Fletcher.....................Chicago, IIl. 

Henry J. Saunders Washington, D. C. 


a ae 


This Directory has been designed to provide 
shippers and carriers with a central source of 
information on practicing attorneys at law 
and I. C. C. practitioners equipped to handle 


cases before state commissions and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. It is 
published in the second issue of each month. 











MAKE IT HANDY 


for your business friends to find your professional card 
when they want to get in touch with you or refer 
someone to you. Print your card in the Guide. 










WASHINGTON, D. C. 
HARRY C. AMES 


Successor to Keene & Ames 
Attorney at Law 
Formerly Attorney and Examiner, I. C. C. 
Transportation Bldg., Washington, D.C. 











WASHINGTON, D. C. 
H. D. DRISCOLL 


Commerce Counsel and Attorney 
Southern Building, Washington, D. C. 
Oklahoma City Office, Terminal Bldg. 

Tulsa, Okla., 1503 E. 27th St. 





















WASHINGTON, D. C. 
HENRY J. SAUNDERS 


Consulting Engineer, Statistical 
and Accounting Analyst 
—- of a osts and Traffic 


Washington, D. C. 


MIAMI, FLORIDA 


THOMAS E. GRADY 


I. C. C. Practitioner and Statistician 
Surveys and Ansivape Rail, Water and Motor Trans. 
a 


. Public Utilities. 
Biscayne Bldg. Miami, Florida 
















CHICAGO, ILL. 
ROY W. FLETCHER 


Statistician and Consulting Accountant—30 yr 
Investigations—Cost Studies—Valuation & Rate Case | Data 
Statistical Analyses—<Assistance to Counsel in trans. matters 


2346 Daily News Building Chicago, III. 








CHICAGO, ILL. 
JOHN ANDREW RONAN 


Lawyer and Commerce Attorney 

vogmporsation Matters and Briefing 
Telephone Randolph 0844 

11 S. La Salle St. Chicago, III. 














JACKSON, MISS. 
WILLIAM M. SNYDER 


Commerce Counsel and Attorney 
Member—Am. Bar Assn., Assn. Practitioners. 
General Counsei—Southern Motor Carriers Assn 
Deposit Guaranty Bldg., Jackson, Miss. 









YEARS OF EXPERIENCE 


in traffic and transportation work and paula. are 
at your service through the professional men whose 
cards are listed in this Guide. 
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Last month American-Hawaiian’s 
PENNSYLVANIAN carried west the 
major portion of the 200-inch Mt. 
Palomar Telescope, world’s largest 
star trap. Herewith three of the four 
sections of the 55-foot tube that will 
house the telescope‘s entire optical 
system, as precisely made, despite 
the dimension, as your watch. 


That American-Hawaiian was chosen 
for the job was no hit or miss coin- 
cidence. Put it down rather to a 
careful shipper’s desire for careful 
handling—ship when you are ready. 


STEAMSHIP COMPANY _ 
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Your cotton is also 
tagged by us, 
assuring initial 
correct delivery. 


PAN Pan-Atlantic 
ATLANTIC offers a full 


ss. diesen line of favor- 
LINE able cotton 
Coastwise Steamer Service rates to New 
ey mstern Trunk Line 
| consuming sta- 
Oe | ew Orleans and PORTS 
Ne ee me Np Sy, / SERVED 


¢ nd . 
‘al baat via connections 
Eastern Trunk Line — E, * 


° . $ sh 5 ; 
New England hate 
Canada as , 
. 6 either end. 
Between Tampa sfiBs ine 
0 


—Rocky M ritory 


. A special feature of our ser- 
Refrigerated Service Forwarders Service vice is DISPATCH to cotton 

Package Cars ‘. 

Passengers shipments. 

Branch Offices: 
New York, Philedeiphie, Becton, New RE A N 
Bedford, Baltimore, Camden (N. J.), New 
Orleans, Mobile, Panama City (Fla.), 
Tampa, Pensacola, Rochester, Toronto, 
Pittsburgh, Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, A if L A N . | C 
Pm peas gan Selma, 

tlanta, San Francisco, Houston. 
STEAMSHIP CORPORATION i 
p) 


. 
(,eneral Othces 


Mobile. Alabama 
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